Vol.42 — No.  116 
6-16-77 

PAGES 

30599-30827 


THURSDAY,  JUNE  16,  1977 


highlights 


SUNSHINE  ACT  MEETINGS .  30742 


AID  TO  FISHERIES  * 

Commerce/NOAA  establishes  fees  for  vessel  owners 
entering  into  guarantee  agreements;  effective  6-16-77..  30621 

AIR  BRAKE  SYSTEMS  STANDARD 
DOT/NHTSA  proposes  additions  to  list  of  permanently 
excluded  vehicles,  extension  of  temporary  exclusion 
of  heavy  hauler  trailers  and  auto  transporters,  and 
elimination  of  "no  lockup"  requirement  in  certain  cases; 


comments  by  7-11-77 .  30653 

ABNORMAL  OCCURRENCE  REPORT 

NRC  submits  seventh  report  to  Congress .  30696 

AIRPORT  SECURITY 


DOT/FAA  adopts  uniform  standards  for  law  enforce¬ 
ment  personnel  and  revises  regulations  to  ensure  the 
security  of  certain  airports  serving  air  carriers;  com¬ 


ments  by  8-15-77  (Part  II  of  this  issue) .  30765 

AMATEUR  RADIO  SERVICE 

FCC  adopts  standards  for  the  suppression  of  spurious 
radiation  in  transmitters;  effective  7-18-77 .  30623 

BUDGET  RESCISSIONS  AND  DEFERRALS 

0MB  issues  cumulative  report  (Part  IV  of  this  issue) .  30781 

BUMPER  STANDARDS 

DOT/NHTSA  proposes  program  for  implementation  of 
requirements,  Including  consumer  information  program; 
comments  by  8-15-77;  hearing  on  7-28-77 .  30655 

COMMUNITY  FOOD  AND  NUTRITION 
PROGRAM 

CSA  solicits  applications  for  funding  of  projects;  closing 
date  7-26-77 .  30668 

ENERGY  CONSERVATION 

FEA  proposes  test  procedures  for  conventional  ranges, 
cooking  tops  and  ovens,  and  microwave  ovens;  com¬ 
ments  by  8-8-77 . 30627 


FERTILIZERS 

Commerce/DIBA  issues  export  monitoring  report  for 
October  through  November,  1976  (Part  V  of  this  issue)..  30797 


CONTINUED  INSIDE 


AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 


The  six -month  trial  period  ended  August  6.  The  program  is  being  continued  on  a  voluntary  basis  (see  OFR 
notice,  41  FR  32914,  August  6,  1976).  The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  remain  in  the  program: 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

HEW/ FDA 

_ * _ 

HEW/FDA 

Documents  normally  scheduled  on  a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day 
following  the  holiday. 

Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited.  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Day-of-the-Week  Program 
Coordinator,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 


j 

ATTENTION:  For  questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  please  see  the  list  of  telephone  numbers 
appearing  on  opposite  page. 


Published  dally.  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays.  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington.  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  U.S.C., 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office.  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 


The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  Interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public  Inspection  In  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  is  requested  by  the  Issuing  agency. 


The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $50  per  year,  payable 
In  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  Is  75  cents  for  each  issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington. 
D.C.  20402. 


There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcatlon  of  material  appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 
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INFORMATION  AND  ASSISTANCE 


Questions  and  requests  for  specific  information  may  be  directed  to  the  following  numbers.  General  inquiries 
may  be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5240. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  Daily  Issue: 


Subscription  orders  (GPO) .  202-783-3238 

Subscription  problems  (GPO) .  202-275-3050 


“Dial  •  a  -  Regulation”  (recorded  202-523-5022 


summary  of  highlighted  docu¬ 
ments  appearing  in  next  day’s 
issue). 

Scheduling  of  documents  for  523-5220 

publication. 

Copies  of  documents  appearing  in  523-5240 

the  Federal  Register. 

Corrections .  523-5286 

Public  Inspection  Desk .  523-5215 

Finding  Aids . .. .  523-5227 

Public  Briefings:  “How  To  Use  the  523-5282 

Federal  Register.” 

Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)..  523-5266 

Finding  Aids .  523-5227 


PRESIDENTIAL  PAPERS: 

Executive  Orders  and  Proclama-  523-5233 

tions. 

Weekly  Compilation  of  Presidential  523-5235 

Documents. 

Public  Papers  of  the  Presidents....  523-5235 

Index  . 523-5235 

PUBLIC  LAWS: 

Public  Law  dates  and  numbers .  523-5237 

Slip  Laws .  523-5237 

U.S.  Statutes  at  Large .  523-5237 

Index . .  523-5237 

U.S.  Government  Manual .  523-5230 

Automation  . 523-5240 

Special  Projects .  523-5240 


HIGHLIGHTS — Continued 


FIRE  PROTECTION  EQUIPMENT 

DOT/CG  proposes  to  require  combination  solid  stream 
and  water  spray  firehose  nozzles  and  low-velocity  water 


spray  applicators  on  certain  vessels;  comments  by 
8-1-77  . , .  30649 

FISHERY  CONSERVATION  AND  MANAGEMENT 
ACT  OF  1976 

State  publishes  applications  for  permits  to  fish  off  coasts 
of  United  States  (Part  VI  of  this  issue) .  30813 


GRAPES 

USDA/FSQS  proposes  to  permit  all  types  for  processing, 
hand-picked  or  mechanically  harvested,  to  be  certified 
under  standards;  comments  by  7-31-77 .  30626 

HANDICAPPED  MEDIA  SERVICES  AND 
CAPTIONED  FILMS 

HEW/OE  announces  closing  date  of  7-18-77  for  receipt 


of  applications . . .  30688 

HAZARDS  TO  AIR  NAVIGATION 

DOT/FAA  proposes  revision  of  rules  describing  process 
of  evaluation  of  objects  affecting  navigable  airspace; 
comments  by  9-14-77 .  30643 


INDIAN  GROUPS 

Interior/BIA  proposes  procedures  for  determination  of 


federally  recognized  tribe;  comments  by  7-18-77 .  30647 

MARINE  OTTER 

Interior/FWS  proposes  to  designate  as  marine  mammal; 
comments  by  7-18-77 . .  30659 


MINE  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY  STANDARDS 

Interior/MESA  announces  hearings  on  proposed  stand¬ 
ards  related  to  fire  prevention  and  control,  air  quality 
and  ventilation  and  radiation,  loading,  hauling,  and 
dumping,  toilet  facilities,  and  gassy  mines;  hearing  8-22 


thru  8-26-77  (Part  III  of  this  issue) .  30771 

NEW  PNEUMATIC  TIRES  FOR  PASSENGER  CARS 

DOT/NHTSA  adds  certain  tire  size  designations;  effective 
7-11-77  .  30620 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

HUD/Secy  notice  on  specific  exemptions;  effective 
6-17-77;  comments  by  7-18-77 .  30617 

SMALL  AIRPLANES 

DOT/FAA  adds  requirements  and  operating  rules  con¬ 
cerning  shoulder  harnesses,  and  compartment  interior 
design  requirements;  effective  7-18-77 .  30601 
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HIGHLIGHTS — Continued 


MEETINGS — 

Administrative  Conference  of  the  United  States: 

Judicial  Review  Committee;  6-27-77 .  30661 

DOD/Navy:  Secretary  of  the  Navy’s  Advisory  Board  on 

Education  and  Training;  7-21  thru  7-22-77 .  30669 

HEW/ADAMHA:  Interagency  Committee  on  Federal 
Activities  for  Alcohol  Abuse  and  Alcoholism; 

7-19-77  .  30688 

Interior/NPS:  Canaveral  National  Seashore  Advisory 

Commission;  7-1-77 .  30695 

Gateway  National  Recreation  Area  Advisory  Com¬ 
mission;  7-11-77 .  30695 

National  Commission  on  Electronic  Fund  Transfers; 

6-27-77  .  30696 


CANCELLED  MEETING— 

EPA:  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 

Act  Scientific  Advisory  Panel;  6-20  thru  6-21-77..  30666 

CHANGED  MEETING— 

Commerce/ Dl BA;  Computer  Systems  Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee,  Foreign  Availability  Subcommit¬ 


tee;  7-12-77 .  30666 

SEPARATE  PARTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

Part  II.  DOT/FAA .  30765 

Part  III,  Interior/MESA .  30771 

Part  IV,  OMB . 30781 

Part  V,  Commerce/DIBA  .  30797 

Part  VI,  State .  30813 


contents 


ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF 
UNITED  STATES 

Notice* 


Meetings 

Judicial  Review  Committee _  30661 

AGENCY  FOR  INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT 

Rules 

Procurement;  correction _  30619 

AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
Rules 

Oranges  (navel)  grown  in  Ariz. 

and  Calif _  30600 

Rice;  Federal  inspection  services 
fees;  reduction _  30599 

Proposed  Rules 

Milk  marketing  orders: 

New  Orleans-Mississippi  and 

Greater  Louisiana _  30627 

Upper  Florida,  Tampa  Bay,  and 
Southeastern  Florida;  hear¬ 
ing  . 30627 

Pears,  plums,  and  peaches  (fresh) 
grown  in  Calif _  30626 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 


See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Food  Safety  and  Quality 
Service;  Forest  Service. 

ALCOHOL,  DRUG  ABUSE,  AND  MENTAL 
HEALTH  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings : 

Federal  Activities  for  Alcohol 


Abuse  and  Alcoholism  Inter¬ 
agency  Committee _  30688 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Air  Chariot  Ltd.  et  al _  30661 

Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc _  30662 

Arizona  service  investigation.  30663 
P.  T.  Merpati  Nusantara  Air¬ 
lines  _  30664 

Subsidy  rate,  local  service  class 

VTI . . 30664 


COAST  GUARD 
Rules 


Anchorage  regulations: 

Alaska _  30618 

Virginia  _  30618 

Great  Lakes  pilotage; 

Rates;  increase _  30619 

Proposed  Rules 

Fire  protection  equipment;  fire¬ 
hose  nozzle  requirements _  30649 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Domestic  and  International 
Business  Administration;  Na¬ 
tional  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration. 

COMMUNITY  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Community  Food  and  Nutrition 
Program;  grants  applications, 
solicitation  of _  30668 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Aluminum  wire  connections; 
household  systems,  safety  stand¬ 
ards;  extension  of  time _  30669 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Navy  Department. 

DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Fertilizers,  export  monitoring  re¬ 
port  for  October  to  December, 

1976  . 30797 

Meetings : 

Computer  Systems  Technical 
Advisory  Committee,  Foreign 

Availability  Subcommittee _  30666 

Scientific  articles;  duty  free  entry: 

Army  Medical  Research  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Infectious  Diseases  et 

al . . 30667 

Children’s  Hospital  Medical 

Center _  30665 

Lehigh  University  et  al _  30696 

Ohio  State  University,  College  of 
Pharmacy  _  30666 


DRUG  ENFORCEMENT  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Registration  applications,  etc.; 
controlled  substances: 

Collier.  David  I..  D.0 .  30696 

Greco,  Joseph  A..  M.D _  30696 

EDUCATION  OFFICE 
Notices 

Applications  and  proposals, 
closing  dates: 

Handicapped  media  services  and 
captioned  films _  30688 

ELECTRONIC  FUND  TRANSFERS, 
NATIONAL  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Meetings _  30696 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Proposed  Rules 

Air  quality  implementation  plans; 
various  States,  etc.: 

Arizona _  30648 

Notices 

Meetings : 

FIFRA  Scientific  Advisory 
Panel;  cancelled _  30670 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Airworthiness  directives; 

Hawker  Siddeley _  30603 

Hiller _ 30604 

Lockheed-Califomia -  30604 

Piper _  30605 

Airworthiness  standards;  air  traf¬ 
fic  operating  and  flight  rules: 
Shoulder  harnesses;  installation 

in  small  airplanes _  30601 

Area  high  routes _  30611 

Control  zones _  30609 

Jet  routes _  30611 

Transition  areas  (3  documents) . .30607- 

30609 

VOR  Federal  airways  (7  docu¬ 
ments) _  30606-30610 

Proposed  Rules 

Airport  security;  criminal  vio¬ 
lence  and  aircraft  piracy  protec¬ 
tion,  etc _  30765 


lv  FEDERAL  REGISTER.  VOL.  42.  NO.  116— THURSDAY,  JUNE  16,  1977 


CONTENTS 


Airspace,  navigable,  objects  affect¬ 
ing  _  30643 

Control  zones  and  transition  areas.  30639 

Restricted  areas. - - 30642 

Transition  areas  (4  documents)  __  30638, 

30640-30642 

VOR  Federal  airways  (2  docu¬ 
ments* _  30638,  30639 

Notices 

Air  traffic  control  towers : 

Anderson,  S.C.;  reduction  of 

hours _  30709 

Martha’s  Vineyard,  Mass.; 

commissioning - - -  30708 

Rocky  Mount,  N.C.;  reduction 

of  hours - -• -  30709 

Tuscaloosa,  Ala.;  reduction  of 

hours -  30709 

Valdosta,  Ga.;  reduction  of 
hours _  30709 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
Rules 

Amateur  radio  service: 

Emissions  authorization;  recon¬ 
sideration  - 30623 

FM  broadcast  stations;  table  of 
assignments : 

Virginia _  30622 

Notices 

Domestic  public  ratio  services; 

applications  accepted  for  filing.  30670 
FM  broadcast  stations;  table  of 


assignments ; 

Oregon _  30671 

South  Carolina _  30672 


FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Energy  conservation  program,  ap¬ 
pliances  : 

Ranges,  cooking  tops,  and  ovens, 


conventional,  and  microwave 
ovens;  inquiry _  30627 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Freight  forwarder  licenses; 

Forwarding  Services.  Inc _  30673 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
Rules 


Electric  utilities,  natural  gas  com¬ 
panies,  policy  and  interpre¬ 
tations: 


Editorial  changes _  30612 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Alabama-Tennessee  Natural 

Gas  Co . .  30673 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  et  al _  30673 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission 

Corp.  et  al _  30674 

East  Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Co. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (2  doc- 

Inc  _  30674 

Great  Southern  Oil  &  Gas  Co., 

Hunt  Oil  Co . 30675 

Iowa  Public  Service  Co _  30676 

Kansas  City  Power  &  Light  Co. .  30676 

Co.,  Inc _  30676 

Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas 

uments)  _  30677 


Louisiana  Power  &  Light  Co _  30677 

Lull.  S  Hale _ 30679 

McCormick  1975  Oil  &  Gas  Pro¬ 
gram  et  al _  30678 

Montaup  Electric  Co _  30678 

National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp. 

North  Penn  Gas  Co -  30678 

Pacific  Power  &  Light  Co -  30678 

Parowan.  City  of,  Utah -  30674 

Public  Service  Co.  of  New 

Hampshire  _  30679 

Southern  California  Edison  Co. 

et  al . 30679 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co -  30679 

Southwest  Gas  Corp - * _  30680 

Tenneco  Inc.  et  al _  30680 

Transco  Exploration  Co _  30683 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 

Corp _ _  30684 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Co _  30684 

Trudeau,  James  O _  30684 

Utah  Power  &  Light  Co.. .  30685 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
Rules 

Authority  delegations: 

Federal  Reserve  banks:  ap¬ 
proval  of  share  acquisition.  _  30601 

Notices 

Board  actions;  applications  and 

reports _  30685 

Applications,  etc.: 

Industrial  Loan  &  Investment 
Co . . .  30687 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 


Rules 

Fishing : 

Browns  Park  National  Wildlife 

Refuge,  Colo _ _ 30621 

Ouray  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 

Utah  . 30621 

Hunting : 

Red  Rock  Lakes  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge,  Mont _  30621 

Proposed  Rules 

Marine  mammals : 

Otter,  marine;  designation _  30659 


FOOD  SAFETY  AND  QUALITY  SERVICE 
Proposed  Rules 

Grapes  (eastern  type*,  processing 
and  freezing;  grade  standards..  30626 

FOREST  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc. : 

Santa  Fe  National  Forest, 
Gallina  Planning  Unit,  N. 

Mex  .  30661 

GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 
Notices 

Coal  mining  plan : 

Montana _ _ _  30695 

HEALTH.  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Alcohol.  Drug  Abuse,  and 
Mental  Health  Administration; 
Education  Office:  Public  Health 
Service. 


Notices 

Organization,  functions,  and  au¬ 
thority  delegations : 

Comptroller  Office _  30689 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

Rules 

Privacy  Act;  implementation _  30617 

INDIAN  AFFAIRS  BUREAU 
Proposed  Rules 

Indian  tribe,  Federal  recogni¬ 
tion;  determination  procedures.  30647 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service; 
Geological  Survey ;  Indian 
Affairs  Bureau;  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  Bureau;  Mining  Enforce¬ 
ment  and  Safety  Administra¬ 
tion;  National  Park  Service. 


Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 

East  Decker  and  North  Exten¬ 
sion  Mines,  Big  Horn  County, 

Mont . . . —  30696 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Fourth  section  applications  for 

relief  . .  30712 

Hearing  assignments _  30712 

Motor  carriers: 

Lease  and  interchange  of 

vehicles _  30712 

Temporary  authority  applica¬ 
tions  _  30713 

Transfer  proceedings -  30712 


Petitions,  applications,  finance 
matters  (including  temporary 
authorities),  railroad  abandon¬ 
ments,  alternate  route  devia¬ 
tions,  and  intrastate  applica¬ 
tions  _  30717 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Drug  Enforcement  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 

Notices 

Alaska  native  selections;  applica- 


Eklutna,  Inc -  30689 

Port  Graham  Corp -  30690 

Applications,  etc.: 

New  Mexico  <4  documents) -  30693, 

30694 

Wyoming _  30695 

Coal  lease  offering  by  sealed  bid 
and  oral  auction: 

Colorado;  correction -  30692 

Indian  lands,  jurisdiction  trans¬ 
fer: 

Fort  Peck  Indian  Reservation, 

Mont.;  correction -  30693 

Withdrawal  and  reservation  of 
lands,  proposed,  etc. : 

Arizona _  30692 

California  (2  documents) -  30694 

Montana  -  30692 
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MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 
Notices 

Budget  rescissions  and  deferrals  _  30781 
Clearance  of  reports;  list  of  re¬ 
quests  (2  documents) -  30703 

MINING  ENFORCEMENT  AND 
SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed  Rules 

Metal  and  nonmetallic  mine 
safety : 

Fire  prevention  and  control,  ex¬ 
plosives,  etc _  30771 

NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Motor  vehicle  safety  standards : 


Tires,  new  pneumatic,  for  pas¬ 
senger  cars _  30620 

Proposed  Rules 

Bumper  standards;  damageability 
requirements  and  consumer  in¬ 
formation  _  30655 

Motor  vehicle  safety  standards : 

Brake  systems,  air _  30653 


Notices 

Motor  vehicle  safety  standards; 
exemption  petitions,  etc.: 

Batavus  USA,  Inc.;  motorcycle 
controls  and  displays -  30709 

NATIONAL  OCEANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC 

ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Financial  aid  to  fisheries : 

Guarantee  agreements;  fees..  30621 

Notices 

Fishery  transfer  applications : 

Wrathell,  Richard  J.  and  Ray¬ 
mond  L _  30667 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Notices 

Meetings : 

Canaveral  National  Seashore 
Advisory  Commission _  30695 
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Area  Advisory  Commission —  30695 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION  SAFETY 
BOARD 

Notices 

Safety  recommendations  and  acci¬ 
dent  reports;  availability,  re¬ 
sponses,  etc _ _ _  30700 

NAVY  DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings : 

Education  and  Training  Advi¬ 
sory  Board _  30669 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
Notices 


Abnormal  occurrence  reports : 

Radiography  incident -  30696 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.; 

Bear  Creek  Uranium  Mining  & 

Milling  Project _  30699 

Utah  International  Inc _  30700 

Amplications,  etc.: 

Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Co.  <2 

documents)  _  30697 

Boston  Edison  Co.  et  al _  30697 

Cincinnait  Gas  &  Electric  Co.  et 

al _  30697 

Iowa  Electric  Light  &  Power  Co. 

et  al _  30698 

Omaha  Public  Power  District  <  2 

documents) _  30698,  30699 

Power  Authority  of  State  of  New 

York  _  30699 

Puget  Sound  Power  &  Light  Co. 

et  al _  30699 

South  Carolina  Electric  &  Gas 

Co.  et  al _  30700 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority _  30700 

Washington  Public  Power  Sup¬ 
ply  System  _  30700 


PIPELINE  SAFETY  OPERATIONS  OFFICE 
Notices 

Petition  for  waiver;  pipeline: 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co _  30709 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 
Notices 

Authority  delegations: 

Health  Resources  Administra¬ 
tor;  health  professions  schools 
and  training _  30689 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agency  for  International 
Development. 

Notices 

Fishing  permits,  applications: 

German  Democratic  Republic.  # 
Japan,  Poland,  and  Spain _  30813 

..SUSQUEHANNA  RIVER  BASIN 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

East  Petersburg  Borough  Author¬ 
ity  ground- water  development; 
hearing _  30708 

TRADE  NEGOTIATIONS,  OFFICE  OF 
SPECIAL  REPRESENTATIVE 

Notices 

Generalized  system  of  preferences, 
articles  eligible  for;  list  modifi¬ 
cation,  hearings _  30703 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Coast  Guard;  Federal 
Aviation  Administration;  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration;  Pipeline  Safety 
Operations  Office. 

Notices 

Motor  vehicles,  passenger;  post- 
1980  goals,  Federal  task  force 
report;  availability _ _  30710 

UNITED  STATES  RAILWAY  ASSOCIATION 
Notices 

Loan  applications; 

Consolidated  Rail  Corp.. .  30711 


vi 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO  1)6 — THURSDAY,  JUNE  16,  19 77 


list  of  cfr  ports  affected  in  this  issue 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  in  today's 
issue.  A  cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date,  follows  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month. 

A  Cumulative  List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections  affected 
by  documents  published  since  the  revision  date  of  each  title. 


7  CFR 


68 . 30599 

908 _ 30600 

Proposed  Rules: 

51 . 30626 

917 _ 30626 

1006 _  30627 

1012  . 30627 

1013  _ 30627 

1094. _ 30627 

*  1096. . . .  30627 

10  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

430 . . . . 30627 

12  CFR 

265 . 30601 

14  CFR 

23 . 30601 

39  (4  documents) _  30603-30605 

71  (11  documents*.. _  30606-30610 

75  <2  documents) _  30611 

91 _ 30611 

Proposed  Rules: 

71  <7  documents » -  30638-30642 

73 _ 30642 

77 .  30643 

107 _ 30766 


18  CFR 

2 . 30612 

33  . 30613 

34  . .  30613 

35  _ _ * . . 30613 

101 .  30613 

104 _ 30614 

125 _  30614 

131 _ - . — . - .  30615 

141  — . — . . . 30615 

154- _ 30615 

201 . — . - . 30615 

204_ . 30616 

260. _ 30617 

24  CFR 

16 . 30617 

25  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

54— . 30647 

30  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

55  . 30772 

56  _ - _ _ _  30772 

57  . 30772 

33  CFR 

110  (2  dacuments) _ 30618 

40  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

52— . 30648 


41  CFR 

7-30 . . .  30619 

46  CFR 

401 . . . . 30619 

Proposed  Rules: 

34 . ...30649 

76 _ _ 30649 

95 _ 30649 

162 . 30649 

167 . 30649 

193 . 30649 

47  CFR 

73. . 30622 

97 _ 30623 

49  CFR 

571 . 30620 

Proposed  Rules: 

571 . . —  30653 

575 _ 30655 

581 . 30655 

50  CFR 

32-„ . 30621 

33  (2  documents) . . 30621 

258 . — . - . -  30621 

Proposed  Rules: 

18 . 30659 


vii 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  116 — THURSDAY,  JUNE  16,  1977 


CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF  PARTS  AFFECTED  DURING  JUNE 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  June. 


3  CFR 


7  CFR — Continued 


14  CFR 


Executive  Orders: 


11861  < Amended  by  EO  11995 >___  29841 
11905  (Amended  by  EO  11994)  —  28869 
11985  ( See  EO  11994) _  28869 

11994  _  28869 

11995  _  29841 

11996  _  30489 

Proclamations: 

4505  _ 29471 

4506  _ 30143 

4507  _  30351 

4508  _ 30353 

Memorandums  : 

June  2,  1977 _  29843 

5  CFR 

213 _  28515, 

28989,  29845,  29846,  29879,  30355 

752 _  28516 

754 _  28516 

771 . 28516 

831 _  29846 


Proposed  Rules — Continued 


1065 _ 

1094 _ 

1096 _ 

1205 _ 

_  28897 

_  30627 

_  30627 

_  29313 

1435 _ 

_  30409 

1701 _ 

_  29012 

1822 _ 

-_-  29885 

1933 _  . 

_  29885 

8  CFR 

223  _ 

_  28113 

238 _ _ 

_  28990,  29871 

Proposed  Rules: 

100 _ 

_  28547 

9  CFR 

78 _ 

_  28517 

112 _ 

_  28519,29854 

Proposed  Rules: 

113 _ 

_  28548, 28549 

10  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 


831 _  29880 

7  CFR 

26 -  30145 

68 - 30599 

908..,._ _ 30600 

210-- -  30355 

271 - 28516 

401 -  28871-28873,  28989 

411 - 28873 

413 - 28141 

724 - 29847 

730 - 30355 

905 . 27875 

908 - 28144,  29487 

910 -  28516,  29848 

911- - 30147 

916 -  30491 

918 - 1 -  29487 

922 -  30492 

1004 -  29848 

1207 - 29295 

K27- - 29849 

1446 -  28989 

1472 -  29854 


Proposed  Rules: 


2_ - 28893 

21 . 28893 

31- . 28896 

34  . 28896 

35  . 28896 

40 . 28896 

70 - - -  28896 

211 — . 27908 

212 . 27908 

214 _ 29295 

430„ - -  27896,  30401 

440 _  27899 

745 - 30492 

Proposed  Rules: 

70 - 28147 

73 . 28147 

202__ . 28147 

211  - 27936 

212  -  27936,  29490 

430 - 27941, 

27951,  30206.  30210,  30401,  30627 
450 - 29906 

12  CFR 

207. - 29299 

226 - - -  28520,  30148 

264- . 27876 


23 . 30601 

39 _  28873,  29474,  30603-30605 

71 _  28113-28114, 

28874,  29475,  29476,  30149,  30606-30610 

73 -  29475 

75 . . . .  30149,  30611 

91 . 30611 

95- . . 28115 

97 _ _ _  28120,  29477 

221 _ 28874-28876 

372a-_ . . . 28121 

378a-. . . . 28122 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 . . 28148 

23 .  29688 

25 . . .  29688 

27 .  29688 

29 - - - 29688 

33 . .  29688 

39„ . . .  28897,  29513 

71 _ _ _  28129, 

29513-29516,  30210-30213, 
30638-30642 

73 . . .  30642 

77 — . . .  30642 

107 — . . .  30766 

Ch.  II_ _ _  28898 

298 -  28150 

378 — . . . . .  30376 

15  CFR 

379. . . .  28998 


16  CFR 


4 - 30150 

13 -  27877,  28531,  29012,  29478,  30493 

1301 _  30296 

1500 _  28060 

Proposed  Rules: 

13-_  28550,  29516,  29915,  30515,  30516 

23 . 29916 

441. . 28551 

456 . 29917 

17  CFR 

210 . 27879 

211_ . 28999 

240_ .  27879,  27880 

271. .  28999 

275 .  29300 


Proposed  Rules: 


51 -  30626 

53 -  29313 

271 - -  28546 

905 - - 30198 

911 - - 30513 

915  -  30513 

916  -  27911,  30206 

917  -  28146,  30513,  30514,  30626 

921—  . . . .  29489 

922- — - - - -  30514 

923 _ _ _  27912 

989 . . . ___  27913 

1006 -  30627 

1012 -  30627 

1013 -  30627 

1030 - 1 - 27921 

1040— . . . .  29881 


265 _ 

268 

— — 

28521,  30601 

9 _ 

200 _ 

_ _  30472 

_  30378 

545 _ 

561 _ 

_  29473 

230 _ 

-  -  .  30378,  30379 

239 _ 

_  _  29012,  29716 

29473 

_  29918 

748 _ 

_  30493 

240  - 

241 

Proposed  Rules: 

340 _ 

543 _ 

545 _ 

.1 -  27955 

-  29511 

29512 

18 

249 _ 

270 _ 

274 _ 

CFR 

_  29918 

_  29716,  29228,  30215 

_  29716 

584.  . 

_  29512 

l._ 

_  30356 

13  CFR 

112 _ 

28530 

2-. 

33. 

34- 

_  30612 

_  30613 

.  -  -  30613 

121 

9Q**nn 

35- 

_  30155,  30613 

Proposed  Rules: 

113 _ 

101 

_  30156,  30613 

_  29317 

104 

125. 

_ _ _  30614 

_  30614 
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18  CFR — Continued 

131 . 30615 

141 _ 30157,  36615 

154 _ „ _  30157,  30615 

157 _ —  29001 

201 _ 30159 

204 . 30616 

250 _ 30160,  30617 


19  CFR 
159 _ 


28531,28532 


20  CFR 

260 . 29302 

320 . 29302 

337 . 29486 

404 . 30357 

416— . 30357 

656 . 29855 

21  CFR  - 

5 .  28533,  29855 

155 . 30358,  30359 

173 . 29856 

177 . 28533 

193 . . 29857 

436 .  29857 

452 . 29858 

510 _ 29858 

520 . 28534,  29003 

522 _ 28535 

539 _ 29003 


23  CFR 

922 _ _ _ 1 _  28535 

26  CFR 

16  . 29479,  30617 

25 . 30361 

203  . . —  28538.  29303 

204  _  29303 

209 _  29303 

211 _  29303 

213 . 28538,  29303 

220  _  29304 

221  _ —  29304 

222  _ 29304 

226„. . - . - . .  29304 

227  _ 29304 

228  _  29304 

233  . 29305 

234  . 25838,  29305 

235  _ 29306 

237 _ 29306 

240 _ 29307 

1914  _  29428-29431,  30304 

1915  . 29433,  30305 

1916  _ 29307,  30344 

1920 _  28878-28882, 

29859-29870,  30160-30174 

1930  . 29479 

1931  . 29479 

Proposed  Rules: 

1908. .  29692 


558  -- 

_  28535 

1912 _ 

„  _ 29692 

561— _ 

_  29857 

1913-  _ _ 

_  29692 

610--. 

_  29859 

1914 _ 

29692 

620--- 

_ _ _  _ _  29859 

1921 

29692 

630— 

_  29859 

1922 _ 

_  29692 

640--. 

_  29859 

1923 _ 

_  29692 

650— . 29859 

660 _  29859 

701 _  30361 

1306— _ _  28877,  30495 

1308 _ 30495 

Proposed  Rules: 

15 .  30383 

25 .  30383 

131 . 29919 

137 . 30389 

155 . 29014 

166 .  30389 

172  - - -  30389,  30390 

173  .  30389 

175 .  30389 

176. . . . .  30389 

177 -  30389 

178- . . . .  30389 

180—  . . .  30389 

181-  . . . .  30389 

182. . 29925,  30389,  30390 

184- . .  29925,  30390 

186. .  30390 

510 . . . .  29928 

558 - -  29928 

808- . . . . . .  30383 

1309. . .  28560 

22  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

123 — . 28551,  29929,  30391 

124.  — . 28551,  29929,  30391 

127.  . .  29929 

128.  . . . .  29929 


25  CFR 

191„ .  30367 

192— _ 30367 

193  . 30367 

194  . 30367 

195  .  30367 

196  .  30367 

197  . 30367 

198--. .  30367 

199  . 30367 

200  _ 30367 

201. _ 30367 

221 . . .  28538,  30367 

Proposed  Rules: 

54 .  30647 

258 .  28552 

260 . 30216 

26  CFR 

1 .  30496 

11- .  27881 

54 .  27882 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 - 29517 

27  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

4 . - .  30517 

28  CFR 

0 . - .  29003 

17- . - .  29307 


28  CFR — Continued 
Proposed  Rules: 

2- . 29934 

29  CFR 

97 . 30367 

1952. .  30368 

Proposed  Rules: 

1910.. .  29021 

1952 . 29024 

2610 . 29318 

30  CFR 

55  . 29418 

56  _ 29420 

57  . 29422 

211. . 30175 

Proposed  Rules: 

55.  .  30772 

56.  .  30772 

57.  .  30772 

70 . 28151 

31  CFR 

51 . 27883 

32  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

276 _  27963 

286b . 29935 

33  CFR 

110™ . 30618 

114  -  28882 

115  - 28882 

117. . . .  30178,  30179 

127 .  30179 

161 . 29480 

205— .  30368 

401 . 29308 

Proposed  Rules: 

117 .  30216-30218 

209 . 29025 

36  CFR 

2. .  30501 

221— . 28252 

223  . 23252 

261  —  . . 30503 

37  CFR 

3_ . 27883 

Proposed  Rules: 

1- .  30522 

38  CFR 

36 .  28883 

Proposed  Rules: 

8a . 30392 

39  CFR 

10— . 29488 

111 -  27892,  29308,  29488 

224  . 29308 

601 . 29488 

952 .  30504 

954— .  30504 

958 . 30504 

Proposed  Rules: 

111- . 28153 
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40  CFR 


45  CFR 


47  CFR — Continued 


35  _ _  29481 

52 _ _  27892. 

28122.  28539.  28883.  29004,  30369, 
30504 

61  _  _  _  29005 

85  _ 28123 

86  _ 28130 

180 _ - _  28540 

416 _ 29871 

Proposed  Rules: 

52 _  28553-28555. 

29937,  30218.  30219,  30393-30369. 
30648 

61 _ 28154 

86 _  28970 

600 _  28970 

41  CFR 

3-3 _  29871 

3- 30 _ 30190 

4- 2 _ 28871 

7-7 _ __  28540 

7- 30 _  30619 

8- 1 _  28541 

9- 5 _ 29873 

9-51 _  29308 

9-55 _  29308 

Ch.  14 _ 30196 

15-19 _  30509 

114-1 _ 30196 

Proposed  Rules: 

3-4 _  29872.  29937 

5B-2 _  27966 

105-65 _  29319 

110-26 _ 28556 

42  CFR 

51e _ 28692 

66 _  29482 

110 _  29400 

Proposed  Rules: 

67_.i _ 29518 

43  CFR 

2360 _ 28720 

Proposed  Rules: 

422 _  29682 

Public  Land  Orders: 

5604  ( amended  in  part  by  PLO 
5619) _ 30180 

5618  . 30370 

5619  _ ___.  30180 


177 _ 29009 

201 _  28884 

249 _  28700 

304 _  28885 

1067 _  29873 

Proposed  Rules: 

12 _ 27966 

122a _  28706 

136 _  28899 

163 _ 28159 

163a. _ 28159 

197. _ 30290 

1067 _  29523 

46  CFR 

2 _  28886 

31 _  28886 

151 _ 28886 

187 _  29483 

401 _ 30619 

Proposed  Rules: 

30 _ 30220. 

32 _ 30220 

34 . 30649 

50 _  29026,  30220 

54 . .  29026,  30220 

56 . _ .  29026,  30220 

58 . .  29026,  30220 

61 . .  29026,  30220 

76 . 30649 

95 . 30649 

107  . . .  29026,  30220 

108  _ _ _  29026,  30220 

109  . .  29026,  30220 

162 _  30649 

16? _  30649 

193 _  30649 

507... . 29524 

536 _  30399 

543 _ 30584 

47  CFR 

0. _ 30370 

1 _  27894,28887,30180 

21.,. . 27894 

23 _  27894 

68 . 29010 

73  _ ....  27894. 

29011,  2948S,  29874,  29875.  30180, 
30371. 30622 

74  . 27895.  29483 

81 . 27895,  28542 

83__ _ _ e . . .  29309 

87 _ _ _  27895.  29483 

89. _ _ 27895 

89 _  27895.  30511 


91 _  27895.  30511 

93 _  27895,  30512 

95 . . .  27895 

97 _  27895.  29485,  30623 

99 . . . . . . .  27895 

Proposed  Rules: 

64. . . . . .  27971 

67  _ _  30220,  30221 

68  _ 28559 

73 _  27971,  27973,  29027,  30400 

76 _  30222,  30401 

83 _ 28164 

87 . 30222 

89 _ 27974 

91 . 27974 

93 _ 27974 

95 . 27974 

49  CFR 

Ch.  I. _ 28888 

172.  . 28132 

173.  . 28133 

174 - 28135 

178 _ 28135 

179. . 28135 

228 _  27895 

258 _  28976 

571 . .  28135.  30188.  30620 

1033.. . _ _  28542,  28543,  28888 

1063. . 29309 

1100. . 29311 

1307 .  28389,  30190 

Proposed  Rules: 

571 _  30653 

575 . 30655 

581 _  30655 

Ch.  X _ _ _ 28560 

1124 . 29526 

50  CFR 

17 _ 28052,  28136,  28543 

26 . 29312 

32  . 28545,  30373,  30621 

33  . . .  29312,  30621 

2*7 - 28137 

222 . 28137 

258 . 30621 

285 _  30373 

651.. . . 29876 

661 . 29485 

Proposed  Rules: 

17  .  28165.  28903,  29527 

18  .  30659 

32 . 30524 

91 — . 30524 

216 . . . .  28904.  29533 
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28869-28987 _ 6 

28989-29293 _  7 

29295-29470 _ 8 


Pages  Date 
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-  reminders 

(The  Items  in  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  is  intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


DOT/FAA — Airworthiness  directives: 

Lockheed  Aircraft  Corp.  model  18  air¬ 
planes .  24721;  5-16-77 

McDonnell  Douglas  DC-3  and  C-47 
series  airplanes  ...  24722;  5-16-77 
McDonnell  Douglas  DC-4  and  C-54 
series  airplanes  .  24723;  5-16-77 
Control  zones/transition  areas: 

Bloomfield,  Iowa . 21103;  4-25-77 

Greenwood  Village,  Colo .  17868; 

4-4-77 

Fort  Worth,  Tex . 13819:  3-14-77 

Humboldt,  Nebr .  22138;  5-2-77 

McGehee,  Ark .  13273;  3-10-77 

Oxford,  Conn .  17105;  3-31-77 

Oxnard  and  Santa  Barbara,  Calif. 

20619;  4-21-77 
Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex. ...  20618;  4-21-77 
Yakataga,  Alaska....  15894;  3-24-77 
Designation  of  Federal  airways,  area  low 
routes,  controlled  airspace,  and  re¬ 
porting  points;  designation  of  Federal 
airway .  15309;  3-21-77 


Designation  of  airways.  Federal  airways; 
VOR  Federal  airways,  alteration,  re¬ 
stricted  areas,  temporary,  and  jet 
route  alteration . 20620-20624; 

4-21-77 

Federal  airways  alteration  between 
Sugarloaf  Mountain  and  Holston 

Mountain,  Tenn . 20619;  4-21-77 

IFR  altitudes;  amendments .  28115; 

6-2-77 

Key  West,  Fla.;  alteration  of  Federal  air¬ 
ways .  12167;  3-3-77 

Revocation  of  VOR  airway;  Pawnee  City 
and  Omaha,  Nebr..  20116;  4-18-77 
Standard  instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dures  (2  documents) .  26971; 

5-26-77; 

28120;  6-2-77 
Transition  area;  Brunswick,  Ga  .  28113; 

6-2-77 

VOR  Federal  airway  V-44,  Foristell,  Mo. 
to  Jefferson  City,  Mo.;  extension. 

17105;  3-31-77 
VOR  Federal  airway,  Kennebunk,  Maine; 
alteration .  17105;  3-31-77 


EPA — Aquaculture  projects:  requirements 
for  approval  of  discharges .  25478; 

5-17-77 

FCC — Radio  broadcast  services,  change  in 
table  of  assignments  for  FM  broad¬ 
cast  station  in  Chadron,  Nebr. 

24272;  5-13-77 
Radio  broadcast  services,  changes  in 
table  of  assignments;  noncommercial 
educational  channel  assignments  un¬ 
der  U.S. -Mexico  FM  broadcast  agree¬ 
ment  .  24273;  5-13-77 


List  of  Public  Laws 


This  is  a  continuing  listing  of  public  bills 
that  have  become  law.  the  text  of  which  is 
not  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Copies  of  the  laws  in  individual  pamphlet 
form  (referred  to  as  "slip  laws")  may  be 
obtained  from  the  U  S.  Government  Printing 
Office. 

H  R.  5306 .  Pub.  L.  95-42 

To  amend  the  Land  and  Water  Conser¬ 
vation  Fund  Act  of  1965,  and  for  other 
purposes.  (June  10,  1977;  91  Stat.  210) 
Price:  $.35 
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rules  an d  regulations 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  I— AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING 
SERVICE,'  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRI¬ 
CULTURE 

PART  68— REGULATIONS  AND  STAND¬ 
ARDS  FOR  INSPECTION  AND  CERTIFI¬ 
CATION  OF  CERTAIN  AGRICULTURAL 
COMMODITIES  AND  PRODUCTS  THERE¬ 
OF 

Fees  for  Federal  Rice  Inspection  Services 

AGENCY :  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service  (FGIS),  USDA. 

ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  reduces  the  fees 
for  Federal  rice  inspection  services.  Rice 
inspection  services  are  made  available 
only  upon  request  of  an  applicant.  The 
revenue  received  from  fees  in  recent 
months  has  exceeded  the  cost  of  pro-, 
viding  the  service,  due.  in  part,  to  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  volume  of  inspection  and 
better  utilization  of  inspection  person¬ 
nel.  This  action  permits  fees  to  equal,  as 
nearly  as  possible,  the  cost  of  providing 
the  service. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  3,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Kenneth  C.  Bourgeois.  Federal  Grain 
Inspection  Service.  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  DC.  20250. 
(202-447-8029). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  adjustments  in  the  fees  include  a 
change  in  the: 

(1)  Commitment  service  hourly  rates 
for  5  consecutive  days  per  week,  except 
on  holidays,  from  $18.40  to  $16.40  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  6  a  m.  and  6  p.m.  and 
from  $22.10  to  $19.80  between  the  hours 
of  6  p.m.  and  6  a  m.  For  holidays  from 
$25.80  to  $23.20. 

(2)  Noncommitment  sendee  hourly 
rates  for  Monday  through  Friday,  ex¬ 
cept  on  holidays,  from  $23.10  to  $20.80 
between  the  hours  of  6  a  m.  and  6  p.m. 
and  from  $26.80  to  $24.00  between  the 
hours  of  6  p.m.  and  6  a  m.  For  holidays 
from  $30.50  to  $27.40. 

(3)  Inspection  for  quality  fee  per  lot 
or  sublot  when  performed  at  other  than 
the  point  of  sampling  and  the  per  sam¬ 
ple  fee  for  sample  inspections  from 
$13.45  to  $12.10  for  rough  rice,  $11.50  to 
$10.35  for  brown  rice  fer  processing  and 
$9.60  to  $8.65  for  milled  rice. 

(4)  Per  factor  fee  for  any  single  factor 
for  sample  inspection  from  $3.85  to  $3.45. 

To  promote  uniformity  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  service  fees  within  the  Federal 


1  Including  matters  within  the  respon¬ 
sibility  of  the  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service. 


Grain  Inspection  Service  the  rice  inspec¬ 
tion  fees  are  amended  by : 

(1)  Changing  the  time  periods  for 
charging  regular  hourly  rates  from  a  9- 
hour  period  (7  a.m.  to  4  p  m.)  to  a  12- 
hour  period  (6  a.m.  to  6  p.m.). 

(2)  Deleting  the  provision  that  an  ap¬ 
plicant  who  terminates  a  commitment, 
and  within  1  year  after  cancellation  is 
granted  a  new  commitment  at  his  re¬ 
quest,  shall  pay  for  any  moving  costs  in¬ 
curred  by  the  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service  to  transfer  official  inspection 
personnel  to  service  the  applicant’s  new 
commitment. 

(3)  Adjusting  the  minimum  fee  re¬ 
quirement  under  a  commitment  agree¬ 
ment  by  providing  that  when  one  of  the 
minimum  5  consecutive  days  per  week 
falls  on  a  holiday  and  inspection  services 
are  not  needed,  the  applicant  shall  not 
be  charged.  Under  the  present  provisions 
the  commitment  applicant  agrees  to  pay 
for  a  minimum  of  eight  hours  of  service 
per  day  per  person  for  5  consecutive  days 
per  week  even  when  one  cf  the  days  falls 
on  a  holiday  and  services  are  not  needed. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  sections 
203  and  205  of  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Act  of  1946,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
1622.  1624),  §  68.42c  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

5  68.42c  Fee*  for  Federal  rice  inspection 
services. 

The  following  fees  apply  to  the  Federal 
rice  inspection  services  specified  below: 

service  •  Tee 


a  commitment  may  become  effec¬ 
tive  prior  to  the  proposed  effective 
date  by  consent  of  both  parties.  To 
terminate  a  commitment  the  ap¬ 
plicant  must  give  the  Federal 
Grain  Inspection  Service  60  days 
written  notice  specifying  the  date 
of  termination. 

The  commitment  service  can  be 
used  by  1  applicant  who  guaran¬ 
tees  to  pay  for  the  lull  8  hours  per 
day  per  person,  5  consecutive  days 
per  week,  or  by  2  or  more  appli¬ 
cants  each  guaranteeing  to  share 
the  cost  of  the  8  hours  per  day  per 
person:  Provided,  That  each  party 
to  the  commitment  aerees  to  as¬ 
sume  an  even  number  of  hours  so 
that  charges  may  be  easily  pro¬ 
rated. 

Under  a  commitment  service,  the 
Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
reserves  the  right  to  (1)  determine 
the  number  of  official  inspection 
personnel  needed  to  perform  the 
service  for  a  commitment  appli¬ 
cant;  (2)  terminate  a  commitment 
agreement  by  giving  the  applicant 
60  days  written  notice  specifying 
the  date  of  termination;  and  (3) 
temporarily  reassign  official  Inspec¬ 
tion  personnel  from  a  commitment 
applicant  when.  In  the  opinion  of 
the  Director,  the  official  Inspection 
per-onnel  are  not  needed  to  perform 
service  for  the  commitment  appli¬ 
cant.  The  commitment  applicant  In 
such  instances  would  be  credited 
with  the  number  of  commitment 
hours  charged  to  other  applicants 
or  activities  of  the  Federal  Grain 
Inspection  Service. 

Hourly  rates  for  commitment 
services  shall  begin  when  the  offi¬ 
cial  inspection  personnel  arrive  at 
the  point  of  service  and  end  when 
they  depart  from  the  point  of  serv¬ 
ice,  computed  to  the  nearest  quar¬ 
ter  hour  (less  mealtime.  If  any). 

Hourly  rates  include  the  cost  of 
travel  and  transportation  to  per¬ 
form  the  service  requested  and  the 
original  and  4  copies  of  each 
certificate. 

(1)  Hourly  rates  per  person  per 
hour  for  commitment  service,  but 
see  (d) : 

(I)  For  all  work  performed  be¬ 

tween  the  hours  of  6  a.m. 
and  6  pm.,  few  5  consecutive 
days  per  week,  except  on 
holidays 1  (1) - $16.40 

(II)  For  all  work  performed  be¬ 
fore  6  a.m.  or  after  6  p.m., 
for  5  consecutive  days  per 
week,  and  any  time  during 
the  2  remaining  days  per 


week,  except  on  holidays1..  19.80 
(111)  For  all  work  performed 
on  holidays1 .  23  20 


(2)  Minimum  fees  for  service 
performed  under  a  commitment 
service  agreement  shall  be  on  the 
basis  of  8  hours  per  day  per  per- 


(a)  Appeal  inspection.  The  applicable 
fee  which  would  be  assessed  If  the 
Inspection  were  not  an  appeal: 
Provided,  That  no  fee  shall  be  as¬ 
sessed  If  It  Is  found  that  there  was 
a  material  error  in  the  Inspection 
from  which  an  appeal  was  taken. 

(b)  Commitment  service.  If  desired, 
an  applicant  may  enter  into  an 
agreement  with  the  Federal  Grain 
Inspection  Service  for  rice  inspec¬ 
tion  services  on  a  weekly  basis, 
whereby  the  applicant  agrees  to 
pay  for  a  minimum  of  8  hours  of 
service  per  day  per  person,  for  5 
consecutive  days  per  week,  and  the 
Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
agrees  to  make  official  Inspection 
personnel  available  to  perform 
such  service  for  the  applicant  at 
reduced  hourly  rates:  Provided, 
That  If  one  of  the  5  consecutive 
days  per  week  falls  on  a  holiday 
and  Inspection  services  are  not 
needed  the  applicant  shall  not  be 
charged. 

To  enter  Into  a  commitment 
agreement  the  applicant  must  give 
the  Federal  Grain  Inspection  Serv¬ 
ice  60  days  written  notice  specify¬ 
ing  the  proposed  effective  date  of 
the  commitment:  Provided,  That 
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son,  for  6  consecutive  days  per 
week,  calculated  at  the  hourly  rate 
of  $16.40:  Provided,  That  if  one  of 
the  5  consecutive  days  per  week 
falls  on  a  holiday  and  inspection 
services  are  not  needed,  the  appli¬ 
cant  shall  not  be  charged  Fur¬ 
ther,  when  the  commitment  ap¬ 
plicant’s  hours  are  charged  to  other 
applicants  or  activities  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Grain  Inspection  Service  such 
hours  shall  not  be  included  in  the 
minimum  fee. 

(3)  Standby  time  per  person  per 
hour  shall  be  charged  at  the  appli¬ 
cable  hourly  rate. 

(c)  Extra  copies  of  certificates:  Per 

copy _  1.  00 

(d)  Inspection  for  quality2 3  charges 
per  lot  or  sublot  when  performed 
other  than  at  the  point  of  sam¬ 
pling,  but  see  (b)  and  (f) : 


Service  Fees 

(1)  Rough  rice _ 12.10 

(2)  Brown  rice  for  processing _ 10.35 

(3)  Milled  rice _ •_ _  8.65 

(e)  Interpretive  line  samples: 

Per  set _ 50.  00 

Note. — The  interpretive  line  samples 


illustrate  the  lower  limit  for  milling  degrees 
only.  Interpretive  line  samples  are  available 
for  examination  at,  or  may  be  purchased 
from,  the  Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  1400  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue  SW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20250. 

Interpretive  line  samples  are  also  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  at  selected  field  offices 
of  the  Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service.  A 
list  of  the  field  offices  may  be  obtained 
from  the  above  address: 

(f)  Noncommitment  service:  A  noncommit¬ 
ment  service  is  provided  for  applicants 
who  do  not  enter  into  a  commitment  serv¬ 
ice  agreement  with  the  Federal  Grain  In¬ 
spection  Service.  Service  on  a  noncommit¬ 
ment  basis  will  be  furnished  to  applicants 
in  the  order  in  which  requests  are  received, 
insofar  as  consistent  with  good  manage¬ 
ment,  efficiency,  and  economy.  Precedence 
will  be  given,  when  necessary,  to  ( 1 )  com¬ 
mitment  service  participants,  (2)  requests 
for  appeal  service,  (3)  requests  by  Govern¬ 
ment  agencies,  and  (4)  requests  by  regular 
users  of  the  service.  Hourly  rates  shall  be¬ 
gin  when  the  official  Inspection  personnel 
arrive  at  the  point  of  service  and  shall  end 
when  they  depart  from  the  point  of  service, 
computed  to  the  nearest  quarter  hour  (less 
mealtime,  if  any).  Hourly  rates  include  the 
cost  of  travel  and  transportation  to  per¬ 
form  the  service  requested  and  the  original 
and  4  copies  of  each  certificate. 

(1)  Hourly  rates  per  person  per 
hour  for  noncommitment  service, 
but  see  (d) : 

(i)  For  all  work  performed  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  6  a.m. 
and  6  p.m..  Monday  through 
Friday,  except  on  holidays  *_ 

(ii)  For  all  work  performed  be¬ 
fore  6  a.m.  or  after  6  p.m . 

Monday  through  Friday,  and 


any  time  Saturday  or  Sun¬ 
day,  except  on  holidays 1 _  24.  00 

(ill)  For  all  work  performed  on 
holidays 1  _  27. 40 


(2)  Minimum  fee  per  person  per 
callout  or  Inspection  visit  for  non- 
commitment  service — 2  hours  at 
the  applicable  hourly  rate. 

(3)  Standby  time  per  person  per 
hour  shaH  be  charged  at  the  appli¬ 
cable  hourly  rate. 

<  g )  Sample  inspection : 


(1)  Inspection  for  quality2  per 


sample: 

(i)  Rough  Rice -  12. 10 

(ii)  Brown  Rice  for  Processing  10.35 

(iii)  Milled  Rice -  8.65 

(2)  Factor  analysis  for  any  single 

factor:  Per  Factor -  3.45 


1  Holiday  shall  mean  the  legal  public  holi¬ 
days  specified  in  paragraph  (a)  of  section 
6103,  title  5,  of  the  United  States  Code  (5 
U.S.C.  6103(a) )  and  any  other  day  declared  to 
be  a  holiday  by  Federal  statute  or  Executive 
Order:  Provided,  That  If  the  specified  legal 
public  holiday  falls  on  a  Saturday,  the  pre¬ 
ceding  Friday  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  holi¬ 
day,  or  if  the  specified  legal  public  holiday 
falls  on  a  Sunday,  the  following  Monday  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  the  holiday. 

Includes  kind,  class,  grade,  factor  analysis, 
equal  to  type,  milling  yield,  or  any  other 
quality  designation  as  defined  in  the  rice 
standards  or  instructions,  whether  singly  or 
combined,  except  as  provided  for  in  para¬ 
graph  (g). 

The  need  for  reducing  the  service  fees 
and  the  amounts  thereof  are  dependent 
upon  facts  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service.  There¬ 
fore,  under  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553, 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  other  public 
procedures  with  respect  to  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  impractical  and  unnecessary. 

(Secs.  203.  205,  60  Stat.  1087,  1090.  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  1622,  1624,  FR  28468  and  28476) .) 

Done  at  Washington.  D.C.  on  June  13, 
1977. 

William  T.  Manley, 
Interim  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.77-17302  Filed  6-15-77;8:4$  ami 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Valencia  Orange  Regulation  560) 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES  GROWN 
IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART 
OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

AGENCY :  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  regulation  establishes 
the  quantity  of  California- Arizona  Va¬ 
lencia  oranges  that  may  be  shipped  to 
fresh  market  during  the  weekly  regula¬ 
tion  period  June  17-23,  1977.  This  regu¬ 
lation  is  needed  to  provide  for  orderly 
marketing  of  fresh  Valencia  oranges  for 
the  regulation  period  because  of  the  pro¬ 
duction  and  marketing  situation  con¬ 
fronting  the  orange  industry. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  17,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  Deputy  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service.  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250  ( 202-447-3545). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
(a>  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  Or¬ 


der  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  C FR  Part 
908),  regulating  the  handling  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  des¬ 
ignated  part  of  California,  effective  un¬ 
der  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  <7  U.S.C.  601-674), 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  information  submitted  by  the 
Valencia  Orange  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee,  established  under  the  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling 
of  Valencia  oranges,  as  provided  in  this 
regulation  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de- 
clrred  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges 
that  may  be  marketed  from  District  1. 
District  2,  or  District  3  during  the  spec¬ 
ified  week  stems  from  the  production  and 
marketing  situation  confronting  the  Va¬ 
lencia  orange  industry. 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  for  the  quantities  of 
Valencia  oranges  that  should  be  mar¬ 
keted  during  the  specified  week.  The  rec¬ 
ommendation  designed  to  provide 
equity  of  marketing  opportunity  to  han¬ 
dlers  in  all  districts,  resulted  from  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  factors  covered  in  the 
order.  The  committee  further  reports  the 
fresh  market  demand  for  Valencia 
oranges  has  eased  somewhat  during  the 
present  week.  Average  f.o.b.  price  was 
$3.92  per  carton  on  899  cars  for  the  week 
ended  June  9,  as  compared  with  $3.94  per 
carton  on  822  cars  the  previous  week. 
Track  and  rolling  supplies  at  494  cars 
were  up  142  cars  from  last  week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  quanti¬ 
ties  of  Valencia  oranges  which  may  be 
handled  should  be  established  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  regulation. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  no¬ 
tice,  engage  in  public  rule-making  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  postpone  the  effective  date 
of  this  regulation  until  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553),  because  the  time  interven¬ 
ing  between  the  date  when  information 
became  available  upon  which  this  regu¬ 
lation  is  based  and  the  time  when  this 
regulation  must  become  effective  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act  is  insufficient.  A  reasonable  time 
is  permitted  for  preparation  for  such 
effective  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  regulation  effective  as 
specified.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice,  to  consider  supply  and 
market  conditions  for  Valencia  oranges 
and  the  need  for  regulation.  Interested 
persons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  at  this 
meeting.  The  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  were  promptly 
submitted  to  the  Secretary  after  the 
meeting  was  held,  and  information  con¬ 
cerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  provided  to  handlers  of 
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Valencia  oranges.  It  is  necessary,  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act.  to 
make  this  regulation  effective  during  the 
period  specified.  The  committee  meeting 
was  held  on  June  14,  1977. 

§  908.860  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
560. 

•  «  •  •  • 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantities  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and 
designated  part  of  California  which  may 
be  handled  during  the  period  June  17, 
1977,  through  June  23,  1977,  are  here¬ 
by  fixed  as  follows:  <i)  District  1: 
266.000  cartons:  (ii)  District  2:  384.000 
cartons:  (iii)  District  3:  Unlimited. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled”, 
“District  1”,  “District  2”,  “District  3”,  and 
“carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as  when 
used  in  the  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674).) 

Dated:  June  15,  1977. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

|FR  Doc.77-17493  'lied  6-15-77;  11 :38  am| 


Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  II — FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

SUBCHAPTER  A— BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS  OF 
THE  FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

|  Docket  No.  Rr-0104| 

PART  265— RULES  REGARDING 
CELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY 

AGENCY:  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  In  order  to  expedite  and 
facilitate  performance  of  certain  of  its 
functions,  the  Board  of  Governors  has 
amended  its  Rules  Regarding  Delegation 
of  Authority.  The  amendment  is  intended 
to  expand  the  scope  of  authority  pre¬ 
viously  delegated  regarding  acquisitions 
of  shares  of  a  bank. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  10,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Robert  E.  Mannion,  Assistant  General 
Counsel  (202-452-3274)  or  Julius  L. 
Loeser,  Senior  Attorney  (202-452- 
3236),  Legal  Division,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (-12 
U.S.C  1841  et.  seq.)  generally  prohibits, 
except  with  prior  approval  of  the  Board, 
a  bank  holding  company’s  acquisition  of 
direct  or  indirect  ownership  or  control  of 
any  voting  shares  of  any  bank  if,  after 
such  acquisition,  such  company  would 
directly  or  indirectly  own  or  control 
more  than  5  per  centum  of  the  voting 
shares  of  such  bank.  On  April  23,  1973, 
the  Board  delegated  authority  to  the 
Federal  Reserve  Banks  to  approve  ac¬ 
quisitions  of  controlling  interests  in  ad¬ 
ditional  banks  pursuant  to  certain 


enumerated  conditions  (38  FR  10917 
(1973) ).  The  Board  has  now,  by  the  in¬ 
stant  amendment,  expanded  the  scope  of 
that  delegated  authority  to  include  ac¬ 
quisitions  of  additional  shares  of  a  bank 
in  which  an  applying  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany,  at  the  time  of  the  application, 
owns  at  least  25  percent  of  a  class  of  the 
voting  shares. 

The  provisions  of  section  553  of  Title 
5,  United  States  Code,  relating  to  notice, 
public  participation,  and  deferred  effec¬ 
tive  date  are  not  followed  in  connection 
with  the  adoption  of  this  amendment  be¬ 
cause  the  change  involved  is  procedural 
in  nature  and  does  not  constitute  a  sub¬ 
stantive  rule  subject  to  the  requirements 
of  such  section.  The  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  immediately. 

In  order  to  accomplish  this  delegation, 
?  265.2(f)  is  amended  by  renumbering 
subsections  (33),  (34)  and  (35)  as  (34), 
(35),  and  (36)  respectively  and  adding  a 
new  subsection  (33)  providing  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

5  265.2  Sprrifir  functions  delegated  to 
Board  employee*  and  to  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Banks. 

*  *  *  *  * 

<f)  Each  Federal  Reserve  Bank  is  au¬ 
thorized,  as  to  member  banks  or  other 
indicated  organizations  headquartered 
in  its  district  or  under  paragraph  f  < 34) 
as  to  its  own  facilities: 

•  *  *  ♦  • 

(33)  Under  the  provisions  of  section 
3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(3)),  to  approve 
the  acquisition  bv  any  bank  holding 
company  of  additional  voting  shares  of 
a  bank  in  which  such  bank  holding 
company  owns  25  per  cent  or  more  of 
any  class  of  voting  securities,  if  the  pro¬ 
posal  generally  is  in  conformity  with  the 
conditions  specified  in  §  265.2(f)  (24)  of 
this  part.  (12  U.S.C.  248<k>  and  12  U.S.C. 
1844(b)). 

*  *  •  •  * 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors. 
June  10, 1977. 

Ruth  A.  Reister, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

| FR  Doc.77-17097  Filed  6-15-77:8  45  am] 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

|  Docket  No.  10162;  Arndt.  Noe.  23-19  and 
91-1391 

PART  23— AIRWORTHINESS  STANDARDS: 
NORMAL,  UTILITY,  AND  ACROBATIC 
CATEGORY  AIRPLANES 

PART  91— GENERAL  OPERATING  AND 
FLIGHT  RULES 

Crashworthiness;  Installation  of  Shoulder 
Harnesses  in  Small  Airplanes 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) .  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adds  re¬ 
quirements  concerning  shoulder  har¬ 
nesses  and  compartment  interior  design 
for  the  type  certification  of  small  air¬ 


planes  and  adds  an  operating  rule  re¬ 
quiring  a  shoulder  harness  for  each  front 
seat  in  certain  newly  manufactured  small 
airplanes.  This  amendment  is  intended 
to  improve  the  crashworthiness  of  small 
airplanes  and  was  prompted  by  a  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  National  Transporta¬ 
tion  Safety  Board  (NTSB)  and  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  rule  making  submitted  by  Mr. 
Ralph  Nader. 

DATES:  Effective  date — July  18.  1977. 
Operating  rule  compliance  dates — July 
18,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Raymond  E.  Ramakis,  Regulatory 

F*rojects  Branch,  AFS-940,  Federal 

Aviation  Administration,  Washington, 

D.C.  20591.  Telephone  (202)  755-8716. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
These  amendments  are  based  on  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  (Notice 
No.  73-1 )  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  31,  1973  (38  FR 
2985).  Numerous  comments  relating  to 
these  proposals  were  received  in  response 
to  the  notice  and  except  for  those  indi¬ 
cating  agreement  or  merely  repeating  is¬ 
sues  discussed  and  disposed  of  in  the 
notice,  the  FAA’s  disposition  of  the  signi¬ 
ficant  comments  is  discussed  below.  In 
general,  comments  received  that  were 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  notice  are  not 
discussed.  Based  on  the  relevant  com¬ 
ments  and  upon  further  review  by  the 
FAA,  a  number  of  the  proposals  have 
been  dropped  or  changed.  In  addition, 
various  nonsubstantive  changes  of  a 
clarifying  and  editorial  nature  have  been 
made.  Since  these  changes  impose  no 
additional  burden  on  any  person,  they 
may  be  adopted  without  further  notice 
and  public  procedure. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  these  amendments,  and  due 
consideration  has  been  given  to  all  mat¬ 
ter  presented. 

A  substantial  number  of  commenta¬ 
tors  objected  to  the  proposed  rules  that 
would  require  fastening  of  the  harness, 
and  a  large  number  suggested  that  har¬ 
ness  installation  be  optional.  In  addition, 
several  commentators  stated  that  the 
notice  seemed  to  assume  that  there  is 
merit  in  wearing  harnesses  without  cit¬ 
ing  any  studies  to  support  that  view.  One 
recommended  that  the  notice  be  with¬ 
drawn  pending  the  results  of  NASA  and 
FAA  crash  testing  of  complete  general 
aviation  airplanes.  Contrary  to  the  com- 
menators’  allegations,  the  FAA  believes 
that  sufficient  data  and  information 
exists  on  which  to  base  shoulder  harness 
requirements  for  small  airplanes.  The 
changes  being  made  are  based  primarily 
on  the  results  and  conclusions  of  small 
airplane  accident  investigations.  Infor¬ 
mation  regarding  specific  accidents  is 
available  in  documents  published  bv  the 
National  Transportation  Safety  Board 
such  as  the  “Annual  Review  of  General 
Aviation  Accidents.”  In  addition,  a  sum¬ 
mary  of  test  information  on  seats,  belts, 
harnesses,  as  well  as  entire  airplanes,  is 
included  in  FAA  Technical  Report  No. 
FS-70-592-120A,  “A  Summary  of  Crash- 
worthiness  Information  for  Small  Air- 
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planes.”  dated  February  1973.  Further¬ 
more,  data  which  substantiate  the  prem¬ 
ise  that  use  of  a  harness  will  increase 
safety  sufficiently  to  warrant  a  change 
in  FAR  Part  23  are  contained  in  FAA  re¬ 
port  No.  FA  A— AM— 7 1—3 ,  “General  Avia¬ 
tion  Structures  Directly  Responsible  for 
Trauma  in  Crash  Decelerations,”  dated 
January  1971.  With  respect  to  deferring 
rule  making  pending  the  results  of  crash 
testing,  the  FAA  does  not  believe  delay 
is  advisable  since  crash -worthiness  in¬ 
vestigation,  testing,  and  analysis  is  a 
continuous  process,  and  updating:  of 
rules  can  be  accomplished  as  new  infor¬ 
mation  becomes  available  should  later 
revisions  be  warranted. 

In  connection  with  the  foregoing,  af¬ 
ter  further  FAA  review  in  light  of  the 
comments  received,  a  number  of  the  pro¬ 
posals  have  been  withdrawn  or  substan¬ 
tially  revised. 

Proposed  §  23.785(g)  would  require  the 
Installation  of  a  shoulder  harness  at 
each  forward  facing  seat  and  at  each 
sideward  facing  seat  for  type  certifica¬ 
tion.  However,  the  FAA’s  analysis  of  the 
cost  benefit  considerations  show  that 
small  airplanes  are  operated  mostly  with 
only  the  front  seats  occupied  and  the 
cabin  structure  surrounding  the  occu¬ 
pants  of  seats  other  than  front  seats  can 
be  designed  to  be  very  effective  in  pro¬ 
tecting  occupants  during  minor  crash 
landings.  Based  on  this  and  the  many 
adverse  comments  to  proposed  §  23.785 
(g),  the  FAA  has  determined  that,  at 
this  time,  shoulder  harness  installations 
on  seats  other  than  the  front  seats 
should  not  be  required  under  FAR  Part 
23.  Accordingly,  the  proposal  has  been 
revised  to  require  shoulder  harness  in¬ 
stallations  only  on  front  seats.  Front 
seats  in  this  context  are  seats  located  at 
flight  crewmember  stations  or  seats  lo¬ 
cated  alongside  such  a  seat.  For  clarity 
a  definition  of  “front  seat”  has  been 
added  to  the  rules  being  adopted  herein. 

Proposed  5  23.785(g)  would  also  re¬ 
quire  that  rearward  and  certain  side¬ 
ward  facing  seats  have  energy  absorb¬ 
ing  rests.  A  similar  provision  currently 
exists  as  an  optional  requirement  in 
?  23.785(g)(3)  for  all  seats.  Based  on  a 
further  assessment  of  the  proposed  re¬ 
quirements.  the  FAA  has  determined  that 
the  energy  absorbing  rest  requirement  is 
not  necessary  since  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  §  23.785(g)  and  (j>,  as 
adopted  herein,  assures  adequate  cabin 
occupant  safety.  The  proposed  energy 
absorbing  rest  requirement  has,  there¬ 
fore.  been  withdrawn. 

The  proposed  type  certification  re¬ 
quirement  in  5  23.785  (j)  concern*  de- 
lethalization  of  the  cabin  area  surround¬ 
ing  each  seat  within  striking  distance  of 
the  occupant's  head,  torso,  arms,  and 
legs.  However,  information  now  available 
to  the  FAA  indicates  that  fatalities  dur¬ 
ing  minor  crash  landings  are  primarily 
due  **  head  and  torso  injuries.  Also,  most 
serious  lr*  juries  during  minor  crash  land¬ 
ings  are  Incited  to  the  head  and  torso. 
Furthermore,  confining  the  provision  to 
the  head  and  torso  would  reduce  the  bur¬ 
den  of  compliance  and  simplify  com¬ 
pliance  determinations.  The  FAA  has 


therefore  determined  that  the  require¬ 
ment  should  not  be  applicable  to  arms 
and  legs,  and  the  proposed  rule  has  been 
changed  accordingly. 

A  number  of  comments  were  adverse 
to  the  proposed  operating  requirements 
in  §§  91.7  and  91.14  that  would  require 
fastening  of  shoulder  harnesses.  Based 
on  these  comments,  the  FAA  has  reeval¬ 
uated  the  need  for  the  proposed  require¬ 
ments,  and  the  proposed  passenger 
shoulder  harness  fastening  requirement 
of  $  91.14  has  been  withdrawn.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  proposed  §  91.7  has  been  revised  to 
require  the  fastening  of  shoulder  har¬ 
nesses  by  flight  crewmembers  only  during 
takeoff  and  landing;  however,  it  would 
not  be  required  if  it  would  interfere  in 
the  performance  of  required  duties. 

A  further  operating  requirement  pro¬ 
posed  in  §  91.14  would  be  have  required 
the  pilot  to  ensure  that  each  person 
aboard  the  aircraft  be  given  certain  in¬ 
structions  and  notifications  regarding  re¬ 
straint  equipment  and  to  ensure  proper 
securing  of  equipment  at  unoccupied 
seats.  However,  the  requirements  for 
shoulder  harnesses  on  other  than  front 
seats  and  on  other  than  newly  manu¬ 
factured  airplanes  have  been  withdrawn, 
as  discussed  in  connection  with  5§  91.33 
and  91.39.  In  this  light  and  since  the 
fastening  of  shoulder  harnesses  will  not 
be  mandatory  except  with  respect  to 
flight  crewmembers,  the  benefits  ex¬ 
pected  from  the  operating  requirements 
proposed  in  5  91.14  no  longer  are  suffi¬ 
cient  to  warrant  the  adoption  of  the  pro¬ 
posals.  The  proposals  have  therefore  been 
withdrawn. 

The  proposed  operating  rules  in  §$  91.- 
33<b)  (13)  and  91.39(f)  would  have  re¬ 
quired.  in  effect,  that  small  airplanes 
either  be  placarded  to  indicate  lack  of 
structural  provisions  for  the  attachment 
of  shoulder  harnesses  or  be  equipped  with 
shoulder  harnesses.  Subsequently,  a 
number  of  comments  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  Notice  73-1  indicated  strong 
opposition  to  a  rule  requiring  the  instal¬ 
lation  of  shoulder  harnesses  in  small  air¬ 
planes  currently  in  service.  In  light  of 
these  comments,  a  cost  analysis  was  con¬ 
ducted  by  the  FAA  which  indicated  that 
a  substantial  financial  burden  would  be 
imposed  upon  many  consumers  over  a 
short  period  of  time  if  the  proposals  were 
to  be  adopted.  Based  on  this  cost  analysis 
and  a  review  of  the  benefits  expected 
from  the  proposal,  the  FAA  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  decision  of  whether  to 
install  shoulder  harnesses  in  small  air¬ 
planes  now  in  service  or  to  install 
shoulder  harnesses  at  seats  other  than 
front  seats  should  be  left  to  the  owner. 
Therefore,  the  proposal  has  been  revised 
to  require  the  installation  of  shoulder 
harnesses  only  on  the  front  seats  of  air¬ 
planes  that  are  manufactured  after  one 
year  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
amendment. 

A  number  of  commentators  contended 
that  it  would  be  unreasonable  to  expect 
any  occupant  protection  system  to 
prevent  minor  scratches  or  bruises  in  a 
crash  landing,  and  recommended  revis¬ 
ing  proposed  $5  23.785  and  91.33  to  re¬ 
quire  protection  against  serious  injury 


or  serious  head  injury  rather  than  pro¬ 
tection  against  any  degree  of  injury.  In 
this  connection,  current  §§  23.561,  25.561, 
and  25.785  use  the  criteria  of  serious  in¬ 
jury.  The  FAA  agrees  and  proposed 
§§  23.785,  91.33,  and  91.39  have  been  re¬ 
vised  accordingly. 

One  commentator  contended  that 
§  23.785(j)  should  be  eliminated  as  it  is 
too  general  to  be  a  workable,  enforceable 
or  effective  standard.  The  FAA  does  not 
agree.  Section  23.785(J)  as  adopted  will 
require  elimination  of  obvious  injurious 
objects  and  require  that  instrument 
panels  be  designed  to  prevent  injuries. 
In  applying  the  rule,  since  the  move¬ 
ment  of  a  restrained  occupant  under 
design  inertia  loads  and  the  impact 
velocity  on  an  interfering  structure  can 
be  predicted,  and  since  the  body  toler¬ 
ances  and  energy  to  be  absorbed  are 
known,  the  major  items  subject  to  con¬ 
tact  can  be  designed  to  prevent  serious 
injury. 

One  commentator  recommended 
changing  the  parenthetical  portion  of 
proposed  8  23.785(j)  to  read  “(with  the 
safety  belt  and  shoulder  harness  fast¬ 
ened)”,  because  it  would  be  inconsistent 
to  require  shoulder  harnesses  and  at  the 
same  time  provide  protection  in  the 
space  a  passenger  might  occupy  without 
the  harness.  The  FAA  does  not  agree.  A 
shoulder  harness  does  not  protect  against 
side  loads,  nor  does  it  constrain  the  head. 
Also,  the  proposed  rule  concerning 
shoulder  harnesses  has  been  revised  to 
require  a  shoulder  harness  only  for  each 
front  seat. 

One  commentator  indicated  that  use 
of  restraints  and  padding  would  reduce 
safety  by  reducing  the  visibility  of.  and 
accessibility  to.  controls  and  instalments 
on  the  part  of  pilots,  and  by  interfering 
with  evacuation  of  airplanes  by  pas¬ 
sengers.  The  FAA  does  not  agree  since  it 
is  feasible  to  provide  in  new  designs  the 
protection  specified  without  a  significant 
decrease  in  visibility  and  accessibility. 
While  in  a  specific  case  some  compromise 
during  design  may  have  to  be  made,  the 
FAA  has  determined  that  the  benefits  to 
be  derived  with  regard  to  improved  safety 
through  proper  restraints  and  cabin 
delethalization  would  in  general  far 
outweigh  any  detrimental  effects  result¬ 
ing  from  reduction  in  visibility  and 
accessibility. 

Several  commentators  expressed  con¬ 
cern  that  the  shoulder  harness  and 
cabin  design  resulting  from  the  proposed 
requirements  would  be  restrictive,  in¬ 
adequate.  or  ineffective  for  certain  sizes 
of  occupants  or  crew.  The  FAA  agrees 
that  harness  installations  designed 
primarily  for  adults  may  not  be  effective 
for  children  or  other  small  persons,  but 
the  seat  belt  portion  of  the  restraint 
would  nevertheless  constrain  a  small  per¬ 
son  on  whom  the  shoulder  harness  can¬ 
not  be  properly  fitted  within  the  space 
envelope  of  protection  provided  for 
adults  with  the  harness  fastened.  No 
change  has  been  made  as  a  result  of  these 
comments. 

The  FAA  has  determined,  based  on  an 
evaluation  of  the  expected  benefits  and 
other  impacts  on  the  public  and  private 
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sectors,  that  the  adoption  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  will  result  in  a  significant  improve¬ 
ment  in  the  chances  of  occupants  of 
small  airplanes  covered  by  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  survive  minor  crash  landings 
and  provide  those  occupants  additional 
protection  in  more  servere  crashes  at  a 
nominal  cost.  Over  the  next  25  years,  it 
is  estimated  that  approximately  1.875 
lives  mav  be  saved  by  this  amendment 
at  an  average  cost  of  less  than  $5.5  mil¬ 
lion  per  year. 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Heinz  J.  Hellebrand,  Plight 
Standards  Service,  and  Samuel  Podber- 
eskv.  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Accordingly,  Parts  23  and  91  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Parts  23  and  91)  are  amended  effective. 
July  18,  1977,  as  follows: 

1.  Section  23.785  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  title  and  paragraphs  (b)  and 

(g)  and  by  adding  new  paragraphs  (h), 
(1),  (j),  and  (k)  to  read  as  follows: 


3.  Section  91.7  is  amended  by  redesig¬ 
nating  the  introductory  phrase  as  para¬ 
graph  (a),  by  redesignating  old  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (b)  as  (a)(1)  and  (a> 
(2),  respectively,  and  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  91.7  Flight  crewmembers  at  stations. 

*  $  $  $  $ 

<b>  After  July  18,  1978,  each  required 
flight  crewmember  of  a  U.S.  registered 
civil  airplane  shall,  during  takeoff  and 
landing,  keep  the  shoulder  harness  fast¬ 
ened  while  at  his  station.  This  para¬ 
graph  does  not  apply  if — 

(1)  The  seat  at  the  crewmember’s 
station  is  not  equipped  with  a  shoulder 
harness:  or 

(2)  The  crewmember  would  be  unable 
to  perform  his  required  duties  with  the 
shoulder  harness  fastened. 

4.  Section  91.33  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  paragraph  (b)(13)  to  read  as 
follows: 


<1>  The  date  of  manufacture  of  an 
airplane  is  the  date  the  inspection  ac¬ 
ceptance  records  reflect  that  the  airplane 
is  complete  and  meets  the  FAA  Approved 
Type  Design  Data ;  and 

(2)  A  front  seat  is  a  seat  located  at  a 
flight  crewmember  station  or  any  seat 
located  alongside  such  a  seat. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601.  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421.  and  1423);  sec.  6(c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  pro¬ 
posal  requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic 
Impact  Statement  under  Executive  Order 
11821.  as  amended  by  Executive  Order  11948, 
and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  9, 
1977. 

Quentin  S.  Taylo». 

Acting  Administrator . 

I FR  Doc.77-17074  Filed  6- 15-77:8  45  am) 
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PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Hawker  Siddelev  Aviation,  Ltd.,  Model 
DH-1 14  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adds  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  which 
requires  an  inspection  and  replace¬ 
ment.  if  necessary,  of  engine  mount  parts 
on  Hawker  Siddeley  Model  DH-1 14  air¬ 
planes  to  prevent  possible  separation  of 
the  engine  from  the  airplace  due  to  cor¬ 
rosion. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  18,  1977. 

Compliance  required  within  the  next 
50  hours  time  in  service  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  AD.  unless  already  ac¬ 
complished. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  technical 
news  sheet  may  be  obtained  from  Hawk¬ 
er  Siddeley  Aviation  Ltd.,  Hatfield  Hert¬ 
fordshire.  England.  AL109TL,  Attention: 
Technical  Manuals  Distribution  Center. 

A  copy  of  the  technical  news  sheet  is 
contained  in  the  Rules  Docket,  Rm.  916, 
800  Independence  Avenue,  8.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Donald  C.  Jacobsen,  Chief,  Aircraft 
Certification  Staff.  AEU-100,  Europe. 
Afrlra,  and  Middle  East  Region.  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  c/o 
American  Embassy.  Brussels.  Belgium. 
Tel:  513.38.30. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  to  include  an 
airworthiness  directive  requiring  an 
X-ray  inspection  and  replacement,  if 
necessary,  of  engine  mount  stay  struts  on 
Hawker  Siddeley  Model  DH-114  air- 


§  23.785  Seats  berth*,  safely  belts,  and 
harnesses. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Each  seat,  berth,  safety  belt,  and 
harness  must  be  approved. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(g)  Each  occupant  must  be  protected 
from  serious  head  injury  when  he  ex¬ 
periences  the  inertia  forces  prescribed 
in  5  23.561(b)(2)  by— 

(1)  A  safety  belt  and  shoulder  har¬ 
ness  that  is  designed  to  prevent  the  head 
from  contacting  any  injurious  object, 
for  each  front  seat;  and 

(2)  A  safety  belt,  or  a  safety  belt  and 
shoulder  harness,  for  each  seat  other 
than  a  front  seat. 

(h)  Each  shoulder  harness  installed 
at  a  flight  crewmember  station  must  al¬ 
low  the  crewmember,  when  seated  and 
with  his  safety  belt  and  shoulder  har¬ 
ness  fastened,  to  perform  all  functions 
necessary  for  flight  operations. 

(i)  There  must  be  a  means  to  secure 
each  safety  belt  and  shoulder  harness, 
when  not  in  use.  so  as  to  prevent  inter¬ 
ference  with  the  operation  of  the  air¬ 
plane  and  with  rapid  egress  in  an  emer¬ 
gency. 

(J)  The  cabin  area  surrounding  each 
seat,  including  the  structure,  interior 
walls,  instrument  panel,  control  wheel, 
pedals,  and  seats,  within  striking  dis¬ 
tance  of  the  occupant’s  head  or  torso 
(with  the  safety  belt  fastened),  must 
be  free  of  potentially  injurious  objects, 
sharp  edges,  protuberances,  and  hard 
surfaces.  If  energy  absorbing  designs  or 
devices  are  used  to  meet  this  require¬ 
ment  they  must  protect  the  occupant 
from  serious  injury  when  the  occupant 
experiences  the  ultimate  inertia  forces 
prescribed  in  §  23.561(b)  (2). 

(k)  For  purposes  of  paragraph  (g)  of 
this  section,  a  front  seat  is  a  seat  located 
at  a  flight  crewmember  station  or  any 
seat  located  alongside  such  a  seat. 

S  23.1307  [  Amended] 

2.  Section  23.1307  Is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  paragraph  (a)  and  marking  it 
“Reserved” 


§  91.33  Powerfd  civil  aircraft  with  stand¬ 
ard  category  U.S.  airworthiness  cer¬ 
tificates;  instrument  and  equipment 
requirements. 

$  •  $  $  « 

(b)  •  *  * 

(13)  For  small  civil  airplanes  manu¬ 
factured  after  July  18.  1978,  an  approved 
shoulder  harness  for  each  front  seat.  The 
shoulder  harness  must  be  designed  to 
protect  the  occupant  from  serious  head 
injury  when  the  occupant  experiences 
the  ultimate  inertia  forces  specified  in 
§  23.561(b)  (2)  of  this  chapter.  Each 
shoulder  harness  installed  at  a  flight 
crewmember  station  must  permit  the 
crewmember,  when  seated  and  with  his 
safety  belt  and  shoulder  harness  fas¬ 
tened.  to  perform  all  functions  neces¬ 
sary  for  flight  operations.  For  purposes 
of  this  paragraph — 

(1)  The  date  of  manufacture  of  an 
airplane  is  the  date  the  inspection  ac¬ 
ceptance  records  reflect  that  the  air¬ 
plane  is  complete  and  meets  the  FAA 
Approved  Type  Design  Data:  and 

(ii)  A  front  seat  is  a  seat  located  at  a 
flight  crewmember  station  or  any  seat 
located  alongside  such  a  seat. 

•  •  #  •  • 

5.  Section  91.39  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  paragraph  (g>  to  read  as  follows: 

§  91.39  Rnlrirtrd  category  civil  air¬ 
craft:  operating  limitation*. 

•  $  •  *  $  • 

(g>  No  person  may  operate  a  small 
restricted  category  civil  airplane,  manu¬ 
factured  after  July  18.  1978,  unless  an 
approved  shoulder  harness  is  installed 
for  each  front  seat.  The  shoulder  harness 
must  be  designed  to  protect  each  occu¬ 
pant  from  serious  head  injury  when  the 
occupant  experiences  the  ultimate  iner¬ 
tia  forces  specified  in  §  23.561(b)  (2) 
of  this  chapter.  The  shoulder  harness 
installation  at  each  flight  crewmember 
station  must  permit  the  crewr..ember, 
when  seated  and  with  his  safety  belt  and 
shoulder  harness  fastened,  to  perform  all 
functions  necessary  for  flight  operations. 
For  purposes  of  thia  paragraph — 
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planes  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  at  40  FR  46321.  The  proposal  was 
prompted  by  reports  of  internal  corro¬ 
sion  of  the  struts  that  could  cause 
separation  of  the  engine  from  the  air¬ 
plane. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  amendment.  Although  no  ob¬ 
jections  were  received,  the  FAA  has  re¬ 
evaluated  the  need  for  the  proposed 
amendment  and  determined  that  it 
should  be  adopted. 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Mr.  F.  J.  Kamowski,  Europe, 
Africa,  and  Middle  East  Region,  Mr. 
J.  F.  Zahringer,  Flight  Standards  Serv¬ 
ice,  and  Mr.  S.  Podberesky,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  Amendment 

Accordingly,  and  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  Air¬ 
worthiness  Directive: 

Hawker  Siddelet  Aviation,  Ltd.  Applies  to 
Model  DH-114  airplanes,  certificated  In 
all  categories,  that  are  not  equipped  with 
engine  mount  stay  struts  marked  as 
Issue  2  or  subsequent  or  marked  “DOI 
No.  68640.” 

Compliance  Is  required  within  the  next  50 
hours  time  In  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  unless  already  accomplished. 

To  detect  Internal  corrosion  of  the  engine 
mount  stay  strut,  P/N  14  EM.337A,  accom¬ 
plish  the  following: 

(a)  Remove  the  stay  strut  from  the  air¬ 
craft  and  Inspect  in  accordance  with  the  X- 
ray  procedure  of  Appendix  I  of  the  Hawker 
Slddeley  Technical  News  Sheet  No.  E.8,  dated 
March  19,  1973,  or  an  FAA-approved  equiva¬ 
lent. 

(b)  Replace  any  strut  for  which  internal 
corrosion  is  detected  by  the  inspection  re¬ 
quired  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD  with  a 
new  part  or  otherwise  serviceable  spare  part 
of  the  same  part  number  determined  to  be 
free  of  Internal  corrosion  by  the  inspection 
required  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD  or  an 
FAA-approved  equivalent. 

(c)  It  is  requested  that  copies  of  the  X- 
rays,  or  results  of  an  FAA-approved  equiva¬ 
lent  Inspection,  be  forwarded  to  the  Chief, 
Aircraft  Certification  Staff,  FAA,  Europe, 
Africa,  and  Middle  East  Region,  c/o  Ameri¬ 
can  Embassy,  APO  New  York,  N.Y.  09667. 
(Reporting  approved  by  the  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget  under  OMB  No.  04- 
RO-174). 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  18,  1977. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  sec.  6(c),  Denartment  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.89.) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  6, 
1977. 


R.  P.  Skully, 
Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 


(FR  Doc.77-16828  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  74-WE-41-AD;  Arndt.  39-2917] 

PART  39 — AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Hiller  UH-12  Series  Helicopters 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  An  air-mail  airworthiness 
directive  (AD)  amendment  dated  April 
22,  1977,  extended  the  required  replace¬ 
ment  time  for  certain  rotor  blade  parts 
from  25  hours  to  225  hours  time  in  serv¬ 
ice,  provided  certain  inspections  are  per¬ 
formed.  This  amendment  was  necessary 
because  new  parts  are  not  yet  available. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  20, 1977. 

ADDRESS:  Service  Bulletin,  No.  36-1, 
Revision  2,  dated  June  19,  1974  can  be 
obtained  from  Hiller  Aviation,  2075  West 
Scranton  Avenue,  Porterville,  California 
93267. 

A  copy  of  the  service  bulletin  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  rules  docket  for  this 
amendment  in  Room  916,  800  Independ¬ 
ence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Kyle  L.  Olsen,  Executive  Secretary, 
Airworthiness  Directives  Review 
Board,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  Western  Region,  P.O.  Box  92007, 
Worldway  Postal  Center,  Los  Angeles, 
California  90009,  telephone  213-536- 
6351. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  April  7,  1977,  the  FAA  issued  Air¬ 
worthiness  Directive  (AD)  77-07-05 
(Amendment  39-2862,  42  FR  17868)  on 
Hiller  UH-12  helicopters,  which  required 
inspections  of  the  control  rotor  blade 
spar  tube  and  cuffs  for  cracks,  corro¬ 
sion  or  excessive  wear  of  the  outboard 
retention  bolts;  and  replacement  or  re¬ 
pair,  if  necessary.  The  original  para¬ 
graph  (d)(3)  of  AD  77-07-05  required 
removal  and  replacement  of  cuffs  whose 
service  life  could  not  be  documented 
within  25  hours  of  time  in  service  after 
the  effective  date  of  the  AD. 

However,  the  FAA  has  determined  that 
data  originally  furnished  as  to  replace¬ 
ment  parts  was  inaccurate.  Also  the  FAA 
determined  that  service  experience  and 
the  use  of  repetitive  dye  penetrant  in¬ 
spections  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  50 
hours  time  in  service,  up  to  200  hours 
total  time  in  service  beyond  the  present 
25  hour  compliance  time  per  the  manu¬ 
facturer’s  service  document  will  provide 
an  adequate  level  of  safety  and  that, 
due  to  parts  unavailability  there  will  be 
an  unnecessary  grounding  of  aircraft 
which  is  neither  due  to  the  fault  of  the 
operators  nor  in  the  public  interest. 
Therefore,  on  April  22,  1977  and  effec¬ 
tive  upon  receipt,  an  air-mailed  relieving 
amendment  to  paragraph  (d)(3)  of  AD 
77-07-05  was  issued. 

Since  it  was  found  that  immediate  ac¬ 
tion  was  required,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  thereon  was  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  and  good 
cause  existed  for  making  the  airworthi¬ 
ness  directive  effective  immediately  as 
to  all  known  U.S.  operators  of  Hiller  UH- 


12  series  helicopters  by  individual  Air¬ 
mail  letter  dated  April  22,  1977.  These 
conditions  still  exist  and  the  airworth¬ 
iness  directive  is  hereby  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  as  an  amendment  to 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  to  make  it  effective  as 
to  all  persons. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  Paul  Tanimoto,  Aircraft  En¬ 
gineering  Division,  and  Richard  G.  Wit- 
try,  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  Amendment 

Accordingly,  §  39:13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
39.13),  Amendment  39-2862  (42  FR 

17868),  paragraph  (d)(3)  of  AD  77-07- 
05  is  amended  to  read: 

(3)  For  cuffs  for  which  the  prior  service 
history  cannot  be  documented,  within  the 
next  25  hours  time  in  service,  unless  already 
accomplished  within  the  last  25  hours  time 
in  service  prior  to  the  effective  date  of 
this  AD  and  at  Intervals  not  to  exceed  50 
hours  time  in  service,  perform  a  dye  pene¬ 
trant  inspection  of  the  cuff  per  Hiller  Avia¬ 
tion  Service  Bulletin,  No.  36-1,  Revision  2, 
dated  June  19,  1974,  or  later  FAA  approved 
revisions.  Remove  cracked  cuffs  from  service 
prior  to  further  flight.  Cuffs  for  which  the 
prior  service  history  cannot  be  documented 
cannot  be  used  as  a  replacement  part.  Re¬ 
move  from  service  all  cuffs  prior  to  the  accu¬ 
mulation  of  225  hours  total  time  in  service 
since  AprU  7,  1977. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
June  20.  1977. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601.  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended 
by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
June  3,  1977. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 

Director, 

FAA  Western  Region. 

| FR  Doc.77-16831  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  ami 


1  Docket  No.  76-WE-19-AD;  Arndt.  39-2916] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Lockheed-California  Company  Model 
L-101 1-385  Series  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  to  an  ex¬ 
isting  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  re¬ 
quires  modification  of  the  Lockheed- 
California  Company  L-101 1-385  series 
aircraft  main  landing  gear  upper  side 
brace  trunnion  joints.  Accomplishment 
of  the  modification  required  by  this 
amendment  will  remove  the  need  for 
visual  pre-flight  checks  required  by  the 
existing  airworthiness  directive  (AD) . 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  17,  1977. 
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Compliance  schedule. — As  prescribed 
in  the  text  of  the  amendment. 

ADDRESSES :  The  applicable  service 
bulletin  may  be  obtained  from  Lock- 
heed-Califomia  Company.  P.O.  Box  551. 
Burbank.  California  91520.  Attention: 
Commercial  Support  Contracts,  Dept.  63- 
11,  U33,  B-l.  A  copy  of  the  service  bulle¬ 
tin  is  contained  in  the  Rules  Docket. 
Room  916.  800  Independence  Avenue 
SW„  Washington.  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT:  • 

Wallace  M.  Frei,  Executive  Secretary. 

Airworthiness  Directive  Review  Board, 

Federal  Aviation  Administration. 

Western  Region,  P.O.  Box  92007. 

Worldway  Postal  Center,  Los  Angeles, 

California  90009,  telephone  213-536- 

6351.  • 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
AD  76-20-08  (Amendment  39-27421  re¬ 
quires  repetitive  visual  checks  of  the 
main  landing  gear  upper  side  brace 
trunnion  joint  areas  with  replacement 
or  repair  of  damaged  parts,  as  necessary, 
on  Lockheed-Califomia  Company  Model 
L-10 11-385  series  airplanes.  Amendment 
39-2742  was  issued  as  a  result  of  several 
cases  where  one  of  the  two  main  landing 
gear  upper  side  brace  trunnion  joint  re¬ 
taining  bolts  failed  due  to  stress  corro¬ 
sion.  A  single  bolt  failure  will  not  usually 
result  in  secondary  structural  failures 
leading  to  unsafe  conditions.  However, 
continued  operation  with  one  failed  bolt, 
combined  with  severe  landing  or  ground 
maneuver  conditions,  could  lead  to  the 
collapse  of  a  main  landing  gear  assem¬ 
bly.  The  required  pre-flight  visual  checks 
provide  an  interim  safety  precaution. 
After  issuing  Amendment  39-2742,  the 
manufacturer  modified  the  type  design 
of  the  upper  side  brace  trunnion  joint 
components  to  eliminate  the  potential 
stress  corrosion  condition  of  the  upper 
side  brace  trunnion  joint  retaining  bolts. 
This  modification  is  described  in  FAA 
approved  Lockheed-Califomia  Company 
Service  Bulletin  093-32-115.  Subsequent¬ 
ly,  the  FAA  has  proposed  amending 
Amendment  39-2742  to  require  modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  upper  side  brace  bearing 
trunnion  joints  in  accordance  with  the 
manufacturer’s  service  bulletin.  A  pro¬ 
posal  to  amend  Section  39.13  of  Part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  39).  Amendment  39-2742  (41 
FR  45817),  AD  76-20-08,  to  modify  the 
main  landing  gear  upper  side  brace  joints 
in  accordance  with  the  manufacturer’s 
service  bulletins  on  Lockheed-Califomia 
Company  Model  L-101 1-385  series  air¬ 
planes  was  published  in  42  FR  17879. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  amendment.  Comments 
were  received  from  Air  Transport  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  America  (ATA)  representing 
the  domestic  operators,  and  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  Lockheed-Califomia  Company. 

ATA  and  Lockheed  comments  have 
been  reviewed  and  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  as  published  in  42  FR  17879  has 
been  revised,  in  part,  in  consideration  of 
these  comments. 


ATA  concurred  with  the  need  for  ac¬ 
complishment  of  modification  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  Lockheed  Service  Bulletin 
093-32-115  and  requested  the  date  of 
March  31.  1978.  as  the  compliance  date 
for  the  total  fleet  accomplishment.  ATA 
supported  the  compliance  date  of  March 
31.  1978  in  accordance  with  Service  Bul¬ 
letin  093-32-115  with  a  stated  belief  that 
a  one  time  final  modification  of  the  upper 
side  brace  trunnion  joint  would  provide 
for  a  higher  level  of  safety  than  an  in¬ 
terim  partial  modification  in  accordance 
with  Service  Bulletin  093-32-120.  Addi¬ 
tionally.  ATA  reouested  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  AD  should  specify  accom¬ 
plishment  of  modification  in  accordance 
with  the  accomplishment  instructions  of 
the  Service  Bulletin  093-32-115  in  lieu  of 
cillout  of  detailed  component  part  num¬ 
bers  as  proposed  in  the  NPRM.  FAA 
has  reviewed  the  above  ATA  comments, 
concurs  with  these  comments,  and  this 
amendment  consequently  reflects  the 
March  31.  1978  compliance  date  and  the 
Manufacturer’s  Service  Bulletin  093-32- 
115  accomplishment  instructions. 

Lockheed  stated  that  the  visual  pre¬ 
flight  checks  required  by  AD  76-20-08 
(Arndt.  39-2742*  constitute  an  equivalent 
compliance  to  the  reauirement  of  FAR 
25.573 'b)  and  thus  mandatory  incorpor¬ 
ation  of  trunnion  joint  modification  in 
accordance  with  Service  Bulletin  093-32- 
115  is  unnecessary.  FAA  disagrees  since 
the  pre-flieht  visual  checks  required  by 
AD  76-20-08  (Arndt.  39-2742)  provide  an 
interim  safety  precaution  only,  because 
these  checks  do  not  necessarily  identify 
the  trunnion  retaining  bolt  failures  oc¬ 
curring  in  the  middle  of  the  bolt  shank, 
as  has  occurred  in  two  service  incidents 
to  date.  FAA  therefore  concluded  that 
this  existing  unsafe  condition  necessi¬ 
tates  a  mandatory  reauirement  for  ac¬ 
complishment  of  the  main  landing  gear 
upper  side  brace  trunnion  joint  modifi¬ 
cation  in  accordance  with  the  Service 
Bulletin  093-32-115. 

This  amendment  to  Part  39  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part 
39* ,  amends  the  Amendment  39-2742  ( 4i 
FR  45817),  AD  76-20-08.  and  requires 
the  modification  of  the  main  landing  gear 
upper  side  brace  joints  in  accordance 
with  the  manufacturer’s  Service  Bulletin 
093-32-115  on  or  before  March  31.  1978. 

Drafting  Information 

The  prinicpal  authors  of  this  airwor¬ 
thiness  directive  are  George  Vasley.  Air¬ 
craft  Engineering  Division,  and  Richard 
G.  Wittry.  Office  of%ie  Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  op  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  and  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  (14  CFR  11.89),  §  39.13  of  Part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  39.13).  Amendment  39-2742  (41  FR 
45817).  AD  76-20-08,  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraphs  (c)  and  <d) : 

(c)  Compliance  is  required  on  or  before 
March  31.  1978.  unless  already  accomplished: 

Accomplish  the  modification  of  the  main 
landing  gear  upper  side  brace  trunnion 
joints  in  accordance  with  Paragraph  2.  Ac¬ 
complishment  Instructions,  of  the  PAA  ap¬ 
proved  Lock  heed -California  Company  Serv¬ 


ice  Bulletin  093-32-115.  Revision  I.  dated 
March  18.  1977  or  later  PAA  approved 

revisions. 

(d)  Accomplishment  of  the  modification  of 
the  upper  side  brace  trunnion  joints  in  ac¬ 
cordance  wl(h  paragraph  (c)  will  remove  the 
need  for  accomplishment  of  the  requirements 
of  paragraph  (a). 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
June  17.  1977. 

(Secs  313(a).  601.  and  603.  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958.  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a). 
1421.  and  1423):  sec.  6(c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1666(c)).) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821.  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949  and  OMB  Circular  A 
107. 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles.  California  on 
June  3.  1977. 

Robert  H.  Stanton. 

Director „ 

FAA  Western  Region 

|  FR  Doc  77-16830  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  ..ml 


|  Airworthiness  Docket  No.  77-SW-25: 
Arndt.  39-2915| 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Piper  PA-31  and  PA-31-300 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  ( FAA ) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  An  Airworthiness  Directive 
(AD»  is  being  issued  to  require  inspection 
of  Piper  PA-31  and  PA-31-300  modified 
per  STC  SA986SW  because  elevator 
balance  weights  were  found  loose  or 
separated  during  one  accident  investiga¬ 
tion. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE.  June  17.  1977. 

Initial  compliance  within  the  next  25 
hours’  time  in  service  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  Nayak  Service  Bulletin 
No.  1  may  be  obtained  from  persons  or 
offices  noted  in  the  AD. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

A1  Backstrom,  Propulsion  Section. 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch.  ASW-214.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort 
Worth.  Texas,  telephone  number  817- 
624-4911,  Extension  524. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
During  an  accident  investigation,  eleva¬ 
tor  balance  weights  added  by  STC 
SA986SW  were  found  loose  or  separated. 
A  detailed  inspection  indicated  that  the 
“rivnuts”  used  for  attachment  of  the 
balance  weights  were  not  properly  set. 
Also,  since  the  elevators  had  been 
painted  subsequent  to  modifications,  it 
was  considered  possible  that  the  eleva¬ 
tors  were  not  balanced  to  the  correct 
limits. 

Since  this  condition  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  in  other  aircraft  of  the  same  type 
design,  an  Airworthiness  Directive  is  be¬ 
ing  issued  to  require  inspection  of  the 
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elevator  balance  weights  and  to  assure 
correct  balancing  of  the  elevators.  Since 
the  situation  exists  that  requires  imme¬ 
diate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it  is 
found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impractical  and  good  cause 
exists  in  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  author  of  this  document 
is  A1  Backstrom,  Plight  Standards  Di¬ 
vision  with  assistance  by  James  O.  Price, 
General  Attorney,  Southwest  Region, 
FAA. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  and  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  (14  CFR  11.89),  §  39.13  of  Part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  39.13)  is  amended,  effective  June  17, 
1977,  by  adding  the  following  new  Air¬ 
worthiness  Directive: 

Piper:  Applies  to  Piper  PA-31  and  PA-31-300 
which  have  wing  luvgage  lockers  in¬ 
stalled  per  STC  SA986SW  certificated  in 
all  categories. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

Within  the  next  25  hours  in  service  or  at 
the  next  annual  inspection,  whichever  occurs 
first,  unless  a'ready  accomplished  within  the 
last  25  hours’  time  in  service,  inspect  the 
elevator  balance  weights  for  security  of  at¬ 
tachment  (“rlvnut  pullup”)  and  check  eleva¬ 
tors  unbalance  (96.4  in  lbs.  tail  heavy  maxi¬ 
mum)  and  repair  or  rebalance  elevator,  as 
necessary,  in  accordance  with  Nayak  Service 
Bul'etln  No.  1,  dated  May  16,  1977,  or  later 
approved  revisions  or  in  accordance  with  an 
equivalent  method  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
Flight  Standards  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Fort  Worth, 
Texas. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
June  17,  1977. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and 
14  CFR  11.89.) 

Note  :  The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
has  determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  malor  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement  under 
Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on  June  1, 
1977. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Director,  Southwest  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-16824  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


[  Airspace  Docket  No.  77-AL-2  ] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Airway  Title  Change 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  The  title  of  the  segment  of 
V-436  from  Anchorage,  Alaska,  to  the 
Augey,  Alaska,  intersection  is  hereby 
changed  to  V-334  because  of  the  confu¬ 
sion  being  experienced  in  flight  planning 
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and  traffic  control  communication  as  a 
result  of  transposing  the  number  5  for 
the  number  3  as  in  V-436  and  V-456. 
This  action  will  eliminate  that  confusion 
and  potential  hazard. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  11,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Everett  L.  McKisson,  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230),  Air  Traffic 
Rules  Division,  Air  Traffic  Service, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20591;  telephone:  202-426- 
3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Sub¬ 
part  C  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  is  to 
change  the  title  of  a  segment  of  VOR 
federal  airway  to  eliminate  a  potential 
hazard.  Both  V-436  and  V-456  airways 
use  the  same  radial  for  a  distance  of  43 
NM  from  Anchorage,  Alaska,  before  they 
separate  in  a  southwest  direction.  Al¬ 
though  the  location  of  these  airways  con¬ 
tributes  to  the  confusion,  their  location 
will  not  be  changed  and  the  problem  will 
be  solved  by  changing  the  airway  number 
of  one  of  them.  Numbering  of  airways  is 
an  administrative  function  of  the  FAA. 
Since  changing  the  number  of  an  airway 
is  a  minor  action  on  which  the  public 
would  have  no  particular  desire  to  com¬ 
ment,  notice  and  public  procedure  there¬ 
on  are  unnecessary. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  document 
are  Everett  L.  McKisson,  Air  Traffic 
Service,  and  Jack  P.  Zimmerman,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Subpart  C  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (42  FR  307)  is  amended,  ef¬ 
fective  0901  G.m.t.,  August  11,  1977,  as 
follows: 

In  5  71.125  (42  FR  341)  of  Part  71: 

1.  V-436  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
"From  Anchorage,  Alaska,  via  Talkeetna, 
Alaska;  Nenana,  Alaska;  Chandalar  Lake, 
Alaska,  NDB;  to  Deadhorse,  Alaska.” 

2.  V-334  is  added  to  read  as  follows:  "From 
the  INT  King  Salmon,  Alaska,  068*  and 
Kenal,  Alaska,  217*  radials;  via  Kenal;  to 
Anchorage,  Alaska.” 

(Sec.  307(a)  and  313(a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1848(a)  and  1354(a));  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c) ) ;  and  14  CFR  11.69.) 

Note:  The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  1 1949,  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  8, 
1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.77-16822  Filed  6-15-77:8:46  am] 
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PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Federal  Airway  Segment 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  designates 
an  east  alternate  to  V-97  between  Miami. 
Fla.,  and  LaBelle,  Fla.  After  9  review  of 
the  traffic  flow  in  the  Ft.  Lauderdale,  Fla., 
area  the  FAA  determined  that  a  revi¬ 
sion  of  the  airway  structure  is  required. 
This  revision  will  help  to  improve  the 
flow  of  traffic  at  Ft.  Lauderdale,  Fla.,  and 
other  airports  in  the  general  area. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  11, 1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Everett  McKisson,  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230) ,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air  Traffic 
Service,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  800  Independence  Avenue.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591;  telephone: 
202-426-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
History 

On  March  3,  1977,  the  FAA  published 
for  comment  a  proposal  to  designate  an 
east  alternate  to  V-97  airway  between 
Miami,  Fla.,  and  LaBelle,  Fla.,  (42  FR 
12190).  Interested  persons  were  invited 
to  participate  in  this  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceeding  by  submitting  written  comments 
on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA.  One  public 
comment  was  received  that  interposed  no 
objection.  Except  for  editorial  changes, 
this  amendment  is  that  proposed  in  the 
notice. 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (FARs) 
designates  an  east  alternate  to  V-97  be¬ 
tween  Miami  and  LaBelle  to  improve  the 
flow  of  traffic  arriving  at  the  Ft. 
Lauderdale-Hollywood,  INT.  Airport  and 
satellite  airports.  Aircraft  using  this 
alternate  airway  will  enter  an  arrival 
transition  area  at  a  lower  altitude  via  an 
airway  number  which  helps  to  simplify 
flight  planning  for  the  pilot. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Everett  McKisson,  Air  Traffic 
Service,  and  Jack  P.  Zimmerman,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Subpart  C  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71), 
as  republished  and  amended  (42  FR  307, 
7121,  41  FR  56789),  is  further  amended, 
effective  0901  G.m.t.,  August  11,  1977,  as 
follows : 

In  i  71.123  V-97,  “LaBelle,  Fla.;”  is  deleted 
and  “LaBelle,  Fla.,  including  an  E  alternate 
via  INT  Miami  343°  and  LaBelle  120  ra¬ 
dials;  "  is  substituted  therefor. 

16,  1977 


(Sec  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c) ,  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and 
14  CFR  11.69.) 

Note:  The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821. 
as  amended  by  Executive  Order  11949.  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  7. 
1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater. 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division 

|FR  Doc  77-16826  Filed  6-15-77.8:45  am| 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  77-CE-2| 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Revocation  of  Airway  Segment 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY;  This  amendment  revokes 
an  airway  segment  because  it  has  not 
been  used  sufficiently  to  warrant  its  re¬ 
tention.  As  a  result  of  this  action,  chart 
clutter  will  be  reduced. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  11, 1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Wray  McClung,  Airspace  Regulations 
Branch  (AAT-230),  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division,  Air  Traffic  Service.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue,  SW„  Washington. 
D  C.  20591;  telephone:  202-426-6530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
History 

On  March  14.  1977,  the  FAA  proposed 
to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  by  revok¬ 
ing  VOR  Federal  Airway  No.  74-N  be¬ 
tween  the  cities  of  Anthony.  Kans..  and 
Ponca  City,  Okla.  (42  FR  13838).  This 
airway  segment  is  based  on  the  north¬ 
west  by  the  Anthony  VORTAC  near  the 
city  of  Anthony,  and  on  the  southeast  by 
the  Pioneer  VORTAC  near  the  city  of 
Ponca  City.  Interested  persons  were  in¬ 
vited  to  participate  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written  com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA.  One 
public  comment  was  received  and  it  in¬ 
terposed  no  objection.  Except  for  edi¬ 
torial  changes,  this  amendment  is  the 
same  as  proposed  in  the  notice.  Section 
71.123  was  republished  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  3,  1977  <42  FR  307) 

The  Rule 

At  the  present  time  VOR  Federal  Air¬ 
way  No.  74  extends  in  part  from  the 
Anthony  VOR  to  the  Pioneer  VOR  with  a 
north  alternate  via  the  intersection  of 
the  Anthony  097°  and  the  Pioneer  334" 
radials.  Most  aircraft  operating  between 
Anthony  and  Pioneer  proceed  via  the 
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main  segment,  and  insufficient  use  is 
made  of  the  north  alternate  to  justify  its 
retention.  Therefore,  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  revokes  VOR  Federal  Airway  No. 
74-N  between  Anthony  and  Pioneer. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  document 
are  Wray  McClung,  Air  Traffic  Service, 
and  Jack  P.  Zimmerman,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator. 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  04  CFR  Part  71)  as  republished 
(42  FR  307)  is  amended,  effective  0901 
G.m.t.,  August  11.  1977.  as  follows. 

In  *71123  V-74  (42  FR  307),  "Pioneer. 
Okla .  Including  a  north  alternate  via  I  NT 
Anthony  097*  and  Pioneer  334°  radials:"  Is 
deleted  and  “Pioneer,  Okla.;'*  Is  substituted 
therefor 

(Sec.  307(a)  and  313(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (  49  US.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  sec. 
6(c).  Deoartment  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
US.C.  1655(c)):  and  14  CFR  11.69.) 

Not*:  The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949.  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  7. 
1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater. 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

( FR  Doc  77-16825  Filed  6-15-77:8  45  am  | 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  77-SO-14| 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Revocation  of  the  North  Alternate  of  VOR 
Airway  (V-152) 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  revokes 
the  north  alternate  of  VOR  Airway  (V- 
152)  between  St.  Petersburg,  Fla.,  and 
Orlando.  Fla.  An  Air  Traffic  Use  Survey 
of  this  alternate  airway  indicates  only 
one  aircraft  operation  in  the  last  three 
years;  therefore,  retention  of  this  air¬ 
way  segment  serves  no  useful  purpose 
to  the  flying  public  or  Air  Traffic  Control. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  11.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

David  F.  Solomon,  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230),  Airspace 
and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air 
Traffic  Service.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue.  SW.,  Washington.  DC.  20591; 
telephone:  202-426-8530. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
History 

An  Air  Traffic  Use  Survey  of  this  al¬ 
ternate  airway  indicates  only  one  air¬ 
craft  operation  in  the  last  three  years. 
Should  an  occasional  aircraft  request  to 
fly  through  this  general  area,  it  can  be 
accommodated  quite  readily  by  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Control. 

Under  the  circumstances  presented, 
the  FAA  concludes  that  this  alternate 
airway  can  be  revoked  as  it  is  no  longer 
required.  Further,  since  it  has  been 
rarely  used,  its  revocation  is  a  minor 
matter  on  which  the  public  would  have 
no  particular  desire  to  comment.  There¬ 
fore,  notice  and  public  procedure  there¬ 
on  are  unnecessary. 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Subpart  C  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  71)  amends  5  71.123  by 
revoking  alternate  airway  V-152N  be¬ 
tween  St.  Petersburg.  Fla.,  and  Orlando. 
Fla. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  David  F.  Solomon,  Air  Traffic 
Service,  and  Jack  P.  Zimmerman.  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator. 
Subpart  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Reg¬ 
ulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as  republished 
(42  FR  307),  is  amended,  effective  0901 
G.m.t.,  August  11.  1977.  as  follows: 

In  f  71.123  V-152  "a  N  alternate  via  INT 
St.  Petersburg  040*  and  Orlando  258°  rad¬ 
ials.  and  also"  Is  deleted. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U  S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and 
14  CFR  11.69.) 

Not*. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
utlve  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  June  8. 
1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief.  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

( FR  Doc  77-16823  Filed  6-16-77:8:45  am  | 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  77-SW-ll  ] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  amendment  alters  the 
Bartlesville.  Okla..  transition  area  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  the  new  localizer  runway  17 
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instrument  approach  procedure  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  Phillips  Airport. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  11,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

John  A.  Jarrell,  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch  (ASW-535),  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box 
1689.  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101;  tele¬ 
phone  817-624-4911,  extension  302. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Sub¬ 
part  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71),  is  to  alter 
the  Bartlesville,  Okla.,  transition  area. 

On  March  17,  1977,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (42  FR  14884)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  proposed  to  alter  the  Bartlesville, 
Okla.,  transition  -area  to  provide  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  for  aircraft  executing 
the  new  localizer  runway  17  instrument 
approach  procedure  established  for  the 
Phillips  Airport. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 


Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  John  A.  Jarrell,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  and  Robert  C.  Nel¬ 
son,  Office  of  Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
as  republished  (42  FR  440)  is  amended, 
effective  0901  G.m.t„  August  11,  1977, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  Subpart  G,  §  71.181  (42  FR  440),  the 
Bartlesville,  Okla.,  transition  area  is 
amended  as  follows : 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9-mile  radius 
of  Phillips  Airport  (latitude  36<>45'46''  N., 
longitude  96°00'38''  W..);  and  within  5  miles 
each  side  of  the  Bartlesville  VORTAC  175° 
radial  extending  from  the  9-mile  radius  to 
21.5  miles  south  of  the  VORTAC;  and  with¬ 
in  5.5  miles  west  and  3.5  miles  east  of  the 
Bartlesville  localizer  north  course  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  9-mile  radius  to  12  miles  north 
of  the  VORTAC. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  US.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c),  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U5.C.  1655(c)).) 

Note — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  maior  pro¬ 
posal  requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic 
Impact  Statement  under  Executive  Order 
11821,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order  11949, 
and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 


Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  June  3, 
1977. 


Henry  L.  Newman, 
Director,  Southwest  Region. 


|FR  Doc.77-17080  Filed  0-15-77:8:45  am  | 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-SW-9] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  alters  the 
Orange,  Tex.,  transition  area  to  provide 
controlled  airspace  for  aircraft  executing 
the  new  NDB  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedure  established  for  the  Orange  Coun¬ 
ty  Airport. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  11,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

John  A.  Jarrell,  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch  (ASW-535),  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Division,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box 
1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101;  tele¬ 
phone  817-624-4911,  extension  302. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Sub- 
part  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  <14  CFR  Part  71)  is  to  alter 
the  Orange,  Tex.,  transition  area. 

On  March  10,  1977,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (42  FR  13304)  stating 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposed  to  alter  the  Orange.  Tex.,  tran¬ 
sition  area  to  provide  controlled  airspace 
for  aircraft  executing  the  new  NDB  in¬ 
strument  approach  procedure  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  Orange  County  Airport. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were  fa¬ 
vorable. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  John  A.  Jarrell,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  and  Robert  C.  Nel¬ 
son,  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
as  republished  (42  FR  440)  is  amended, 
effective  0901  G.m.t.,  August  11,  1977,  as 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  Subpart  G.  §  71.181  (42  FR  440) ,  the 
Orange,  Tex.,  transition  area  is  amended 
as  follows: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  the  Orange  NDB  (latitude  30'04T4'*  N., 
longitude  93°47'42"  W.)  within  2.5  miles 
each  side  of  the  159°M  bearing  (165°T  bear¬ 
ing)  from  the  Orange  NDB  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  to  8  miles  southeast  of  the 
Orange  NDB  and  within  2.5  mi:es  each  side 
of  the  028 °M  bearing  <034'T  bearing)  from 
the  Orange  NDB  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  to  8  miles  northeast  of  the  Orange 
NDB. 


(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c),  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  June  3, 
1977. 

Henry  L.  Newman,  “ 
Director,  Southwest  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-17082  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am[ 


|  Airspace  Docket  No.  77-CE-4] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  and  Alteration  of  Federal 
Airways 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  <FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  amendment  designates 
two  new  airways,  extends  one  airway  and 
alters  one  airway.  This  action  will  im¬ 
prove  the  traffic  handling  capabilities  in 
the  State  of  Kans.,  by  reducing  flight 
planning  and  communication  time  re¬ 
quired  in  using  the  present  direct  routes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  11,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Everett  L.  McKisson,  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230),  Air  Traffic 
Rules  Division.  Air  Traffic  Service, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20591;  telephone  202-426- 
3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
History 

On  March  24,  1977,  the  FAA  published 
for  comment  a  proposal  to  designate  a 
new’  airway  from  Pioneer,  Okla.,  direct 
to  Emporia,  Kans.,  and  another  new  air¬ 
way  from  Wichita,  Kans.,  direct  to 
Chanute,  Kans.,  and  also  to  extend  V-73 
from  Tulsa,  Okla.,  direct  to  Wichita  and 
to  exclude  the  two  new  airways  and 
V-132  from  the  Eureka  MOAs  during  the 
time  that  they  are  activated  by  NOTAM 
(42  FR  15915).  Interested  persons  were 
invited  to  participate  in  this  rule  making 
proceeding  by  submitting  written  com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA.  One 
comment  was  received  that  expressed  no 
objection.  Except  for  editorial  changes, 
this  amendment  is  that  proposed  in  the 
notice. 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (FARs) : 
(1)  Extends  V-73  from  Tulsa,  Okla.,  to 
Wichita.  Kans.;  (2)  excludes  V-132,  V- 
350  and  V-354  from  the  Eureka  MOAs 
during  the  time  that  they  are  activated 
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by  NOT  AM;  (3)  designates  V-350  from 
Wichita,  Kans.,  to  Chanute,  Kans.:  and 
(4)  designates  V-354  from  Pioneer.  Okla.. 
to  Emporia,  Kans. 

This  action  will  reduce  the  time  re¬ 
quired  for  flight  plan  preparation  and 
traffic  control  communication  for  flight 
operations  in  the  southeastern  part  of 
Kans.  Exclusion  of  airways  from  MOAs 
permits  a  type  of  military  training  that 
is  not  compatible  with  airway  operations. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Everett  L.  McKisson,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Service,  and  Jack  P.  Zimmerman. 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator. 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as  republished 
(42  FR  307)  is  amended,  effective  0901 
G.m.t.,  August  11.  1977,  as  follows: 

In  5  71.123: 

1.  In  V-73  "From  Wichita,  Kara.”  Is  de¬ 
leted  and  "From  Tulsa,  Okla.,  via  Wichita, 
Kans.;  ”  Is  substituted  therefor. 

2.  In  V-132  “The  airspace  6,000  feet  MSL 
and  above  Is  excluded  within  the  Eureka  1 
MOA  during  the  time  that  It  Is  activated  by 
NOTAM  and  the  Eureka  n  MOA  during  the 
time  that  It  Is  activated  by  NOTAM.”  Is 
added. 

3.  V-350  Is  added  to  read  as  follows:  "V- 
350  From  Wichita,  Kans.,  to  Chanute,  Kans. 
The  airspace  6,000  feet  MSL  and  above  Is 
excluded  within  the  Eureka  1  MOA  during 
the  time  that  It  Is  activated  by  NOTAM  and 
the  Eureka  II  MOA  during  the  time  that  It 
Is  activated  by  NOTAM.” 

4.  V-354  Is  added  to  read  as  follows;  “V- 
354  From  Pioneer,  Okla.,  to  Emporia,  Kans. 
The  airspace  6,000  feet  MSL  and  above  Is 
excluded  within  the  Eureka  1  MOA  during 
the  time  that  It  Is  activated  by  NOTAM.” 
(Sec.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.3.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a) ); 
sec  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.69.) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821, 
as  amended  by  Executive  Order  11949.  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
9. 1977.  4 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

f  FR  Doc.77-17078  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  ami 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-SW-10) 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area:  Welch, 
Okla. 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

SUMMARY :  This  amendment  designates 
a  transition  area  at  Welch,  Okla.,  to  pro¬ 
vide  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  an  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedure  established  for  the  Patch  Airport. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  11,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

John  A.  Jarrell.  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch  (ASW-535),  Air  Traffic 
Division.  Southwest  Region.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box 
1689.  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101:  tele¬ 
phone  817-624-4911,  extension  302. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Sub¬ 
part  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  is  to  desig¬ 
nate  a  transition  area  at  Welch.  Okla¬ 
homa. 

On  March  17.  1977,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (42  FR  14885)  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  proposed  to  designate  a  transi¬ 
tion  area  at  Welch,  Okla.,  to  provide 
controlled  airspace  for  aircraft  execut¬ 
ing  an  instrument  approach  procedure 
established  for  the  Patch  Airport  and 
coincident  with  this  action  the  airport 
would  be  changed  from  VFR  to  IFR. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

Drafting  Information  ) 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  John  A.  Jarrell,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  and  Robert  C.  Nel¬ 
son.  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 
Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (42  FR  440)  is  amended  ef¬ 
fective  0901  G.m.t.,  August  11,  1977,  as 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  Subpart  G,  71.181  (42  FR  440),  the 
following  transition  area  is  added. 

Welch,  Okla. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  the  Patch  Airport  (latitude  36°52'39”  N., 
longitude  95*08'58”  W.). 

(Sec.  307(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  propos¬ 
al  requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821. 
as  amended  by  Executive  Order  11949.  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Forth  Worth,  Tex.,  on  June 
3.  1977. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Director,  Southwest  Region. 
[PH  Doc. 77-17081  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am) 
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PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Temporary  Control  Zone, 
Daggett,  California 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  proposes  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  temporary  control  zone  for  the 
Barstow-Daggett  Airport,  Daggett,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  This  action  will  provide  controlled 
airspace  for  aircraft /helicopters  making 
instrument  approaches  to  the  Barstow- 
Daggett  Airport  during  the  “BRAVE 
SHIELD  XVI”  joint  military  exercise. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  7,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  this  final  rule 
may  be  obtained  from :  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Air  Traffic  Division 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch, 
AWE-530,  15000  Aviation  Boulevard, 
Lawndale.  California  90261. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT. 

Thomas  W.  Binczak,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion,  Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
15000  Aviation  Boulevard,  Lawndale, 
California  90261,  telephone  213-536- 
6182. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Sub¬ 
part  F  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  is  to  des¬ 
ignate  a  temporary  control  zone  for  the 
Barstow-Daggett  Airport,  Daggett,  Cali- 
fo  nia  during  the  July  7,  1977  through 
July  23.  1977  time  period. 

A  temporary  control  tower  will  be  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  Department  of  the  Army 
with  air  traffic  control  services  provided 
by  U.S.  Army  air  traffic  controller  per¬ 
sonnel. 

Approximately  110  rotary -wing  air¬ 
craft  will  be  temporarily  based  at  the 
Barstow-Daggett  Airport. 

Under  the  circumstances  presented, 
the  FAA  concludes  that  the  rule  is  tempo¬ 
rary  in  nature  and  does  not  significantly 
impose  any  additional  burden  on  any 
person  but  adds  to  air  safety.  Therefore, 
I  find  notice  and  public  procedure  under 
5  U.S.C.  553(b)  is  unnecessary. 

Drafting  Information 
The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Thomas  W.  Binczak,  Air  Traf- 
flce  Division  and  Richard  G.  Wittry,  Es¬ 
quire,  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 
Adoption  of  the  Amendment 
Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Subpart  F  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  Is 
amended,  effective  July  7,  1977  through 
July  23, 1977,  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  9  71.171  of  Part  71,  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  to  read : 
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Daggett,  California 

Within  a  five  mile  radius  of  Barstow- Dag¬ 
gett  Airport  (latitude  34° 51 '20"  North,  longi¬ 
tude  116°47'10"  West). 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49 
UJ3.C.  1348(a))  and  sec.  6(c)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
June  3,  1977. 

M.  C.  Beard, 

Acting  Deputy  Director, 
Western  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-16829  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  77-WA-6] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Federal  Airway 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  amendment  designates 
the  United  States  segments  of  Federal 
Airways  V-348  between  Thunder  Bay, 
Ont.,  Canada:  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Mich., 
and  Sudbury,  Ont.,  Canada.  This  airway 
was  proposed  by  the  Canadian  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transport,  to  assist  the  Toronto 
Air  Route  Traffic  Control  Center  in  the 
control  of  flights  in  that  area. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  11,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Everett  L.  McKisson,  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230),  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air  Traffic 
Service,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20591;  telephone 
202-426-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
History 

On  March  21,  1977,  the  FAA  published 
for  comment  a  proposal  to  establish  the 
United  States  segments  of  an  airway  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Canadian  Department  of 
Transport  to  extend  from  Thunder  Bay. 
Ont.,  via  the  INT  of  Thunder  Bay  102° 
and  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Mich.,  316°  radials; 
Sault  Ste.  Marie;  INT  Sault  Ste.  Marie 
066°  and  Sudbury,  Ont.,  282°  radials  to 
Sudbury  (42  FR  15335).  Interested  per¬ 
sons  were  invited  to  participate  in  this 
rule  making  proceeding  by  submitting 
written  comments  on  the  proposal  to  the 
FAA.  The  only  public  comment  received 
expressed  no  objection.  Except  for  edi¬ 
torial  changes,  this  amendment  is  that 
proposed  in  the  notice. 


FEDERAL 


The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  (FARs)  estab¬ 
lishes  two  small  segments  of  airways 
within  the  United  States,  east  and  west 
of  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  totaling  slightly  more 
than  15  nautical  miles.  The  purpose  of 
this  airway  is  to  assist  in  the  control  of 
direct  flights  from  the  VORs  to  INTs  and 
to  bypass  slower  direct  flights  between 
VORs. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Everett  L.  McKisson,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Service,  and  Jack  P.  Zimmerman,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Subpart  C  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  <14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (42  FR  307)  is  amended,  ef¬ 
fective  0901  G.m.t.,  August  11,  1977,  as 
follows : 

In  8  71.123  V-348  is  added  to  read  as 
follows:  “V-348  From  Thunder  Bay,  Ont., 
Canada,  via  INT  Thunder  Bay  102"  and 
Sault  Ste.  Marie.  Mich.,  316°  radials; 
Sault  Ste.  Marie;  INT  Sault  Ste.  Marie 
066°  and  Sudbury,  Ont.,  Canada,  282* 
radials  to  Sudbury.  The  airspace  within 
Canada  is  excluded." 

(Sec.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.6.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a)); 
sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(C)  );  and  14  CFR  11.69.) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821, 
as  amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  9, 
1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 
(FR  Doc.77-17076  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  76-EA-39] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  VOR  Airway;  Extension  of  VOR 
Airway 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  extends 
VOR  Airway  (V-6)  and  realigns  VOR 
Airway  (V-232)  commensurate  with  the 
commissioning  of  the  Broadway,  N.J., 
VOR/DME  at  Lat.  40°47'54"  N.,  Long. 
74°49'20"  W.  This  action  is  necessary  in 
order  to  provide  more  efficient  air  traffic 
routings  to  aircraft  transiting  this  area. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  11,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

David  F.  Solomon.  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch,  (AAT-230),  Airspace 
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and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  202-426-6530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  July  15,  1976,  the  FAA  proposed 
to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  <14  CFR  Part  71)  to  extend 
low  altitude  airway  V-6  from  Allentown, 
Pa.,  to  Broadway,  N.J.,  and  to  also  re¬ 
align  low  altitude  airway  V-232  from 
Milton,  Pa.,  via  Broadway,  N.J.,  inter¬ 
section  of  V-123/V-467;  to  LaGuardia, 
N.Y.,  commensurate  with  the  commis¬ 
sioning  of  the  Broadway,  N.J.,  VOR/DME 
at  Lat.  40°47'54"  N.,  Long.  74°49'20"  W. 
The  original  commissioning  date  was 
forecast  for  January  15,  1977,  but  the 
past  severe  winter  season  and  other  un¬ 
foreseen  delays  have  now  reset  the  com¬ 
missioning  date  for  August  11,  1977. 
Interested  persons  were  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  rule  making  proceeding 
by  submitting  written  comments  on  the 
proposals  to  the  FAA.  Two  comments 
were  received  with  no  objections.  Except 
for  editorial  changes,  this  amendment 
is  that  proposed  in  the  notice.  Section 
71.123  was  republished  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  3, 1977  (42  FR  307> 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (FARs) 
extends  low  altitude  airway  V-6  from 
Allentown,  Pa.,  to  Broadway,  N.J.,  and 
also  realigns  low  altitude  airway  V-232 
from  Milton,  Pa.,  via  Broadway,  N.J., 
intersection  of  V-123/V-467;  to  La¬ 
Guardia,  N.Y.  This  action  is  necessary  in 
order  to  provide  more  efficient  air  traffic 
routings  to  aircraft  transiting  this  area. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  document 
are  David  F.  Solomon,  Air  Traffic  Service, 
and  Jack  P.  Zimmerman,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as  republished 
(42  FR  307)  is  amended,  effective  0901 
G.m.t.,  August  11, 1977,  as  follows: 

In  §  71.123: 

1.  V-6  "Allentown,  Pa.,”  Is  deleted  and 
“Allentown.  Pa.;  to  Broadway,  NJ.”  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor. 

2.  V-232  "to  INT  Milton  099°  and  Stlll- 

water,  N.J.,  172°  radials."  Is  deleted  and 
"Broadway,  N.J.;  INT  of  Broadway  112°T 
(123*M)  and  LaGuardia,  N.Y.,  209°T 

(221  °M)  radials;  to  LaGuardia.”  Is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a)); 
sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) ;  and  14  CFR  11.69.) 

Note:  The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
*  requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
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amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D  C.,  on  June  9. 
1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater. 

Chief.  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 
[FR  Doc.77-17076  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am| 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  77-WA-7) 

PART  75 — ESTABLISHMENT  OF  JET 
ROUTE  AND  AREA  HIGH  ROUTES 

Relocation  of  Area  High  Routes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  <FAA) ,  DOT 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  relocates 
three  area  navigation  <RNAV>  way- 
points  slightly  to  overlie  an  air  naviga¬ 
tion  aid  (NAVAID)  or  an  intersection 
<INT)  of  radials  from  NAVAIDS  in  the 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  area.  The  collocation  of 
these  fixes  will  simplify  computer  proc¬ 
essing  and  reduce  the  number  of  fixes 
within  the  Atlanta  terminal  area. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  11.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Everett  L.  McKisson,  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230),  Air  Traffic 
Rules  Division.  Air  Traffic  Service, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration.  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC.  20591;  telephone:  202-426- 
3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part 
75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  75)  is  to:  (1)  relocate  the 
TAXII  waypoint  to  overlie  the  La- 
Grange,  Ga.,  VORTAC  and  be  renamed 
LaGrange  in  the  description  of  J804R 
and  J814R;  (2)  relocate  the  SINCA  way  - 
point  to  overlie  the  CORNI  INT  and  be 
renamed  CORNI  in  the  description  of 
J812R.  J839R.  J869R  and  J877R:  and  <3 » 
relocate  the  LANDS  waypoint  to  over- 
lie  the  MACEY  INT  and  be  renamed 
MACEY  in  the  description  of  J815R. 
J863R,  J879R  and  J881R. 

The  present  waypoints  are  so  near  in¬ 
tersections  and  the  LaGrange  VORTAC 
that  they  are  almost  collocated.  Using 
two  names  for  practically  the  same  loca¬ 
tion  is  confusing  and  burdensome  to  the 
segment  of  the  air  traffic  control  sys¬ 
tem  that  is  computerized. 

Under  these  circumstances  the  FAA 
has  concluded  that  there  is  a  need  to 
take  action  to  eliminate  the  confusion 
and  relieve  the  burden  caused  by  having 
two  names  for  the  same  location.  Be¬ 
cause  this  action  merely  renames  way- 
points  and  moves  them  slightly.  It  is  a 
minor  matter  on  which  the  public  would 
have  no  particular  desire  to  comment: 
therefore,  notice  and  public  procedure 
thereon  are  unnecessary. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Everett  L.  McKisson.  Air  Traf¬ 


fic  Service,  and  Jack  P.  Zimmerman. 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator. 
Subpart  D  of  Part  75  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  <  14  CFR  Part  75)  as  re¬ 
published  (42  FR  722  >  is  amended,  ef¬ 
fective  0901  GMT.  August  11,  1977,  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

1.  In  J804R  TAXII  33*02'35"  N.  85°  12  27" 
W.  Montgomery.  Ala—  Is  deleted  and  “La- 
Orange,  Oa.  33°02'56"  N  85*12’23"  W.  Mont¬ 
gomery.  Ala  —  Is  substituted  therefor 

2.  In  J814R  TAXII  33*02'35"  N.  85T2'27‘ 
W.  Montgomery.  Ala—  Is  deleted  and  “La- 
Grange.  Oa.  33°02'56"  N.  85T2’23"  W.  Mont¬ 
gomery.  Ala—  la  substituted  therefor. 

3.  In  J812R  “SINCA  33 *05  19"  N.  83*33- 
03"  W.  Augusta.  Ga—  Is  deleted  and  “CORNI 
33°0*'52"  N  83°36'18"  W.  Augusta,  Ga  ”  Is 
substituted  therefor 

4.  In  J839R  "SINCA  33*05  19"  N.  83*33'- 
03"  W.  Augusta.  Ga—  is  deleted  and  "CORNI 
33°04'52"  N.  83*36- 18"  W.  Augusta.  Ga-  Is 
substituted  therefor. 

5.  In  J869R  “SINCA  33*05'19"  N.  83*33- 
03”  W.  Augusta.  Oa—  is  deleted  and  ‘  CORNI 
33*04'52"  N.  83*36  18"  W  Augusta.  Ga  ¬ 
ls  substituted  therefor. 

6.  In  J877R  "SINCA  33*05’19"  N  83  33  - 
03"  W.  Augusta.  Ga  —  Is  deleted  and  “CORNI 
33*04  52"  N.  83*36  18"  W.  Augusta.  Ga¬ 
ts  substituted  therefor. 

7.  In  J815R  "LANDS  34“19'21"  N.  83  40'- 
53"  W  Spartanburg.  S.C-  Is  deleted  and 
“MACEY  34019'37"  N  83*4L45"  W.  Spartan¬ 
burg,  S.C—  Is  substituted  therefor. 

8.  In  J863R  "LANDS  34*19’21"  N.  83*40  - 
53"  W.  Spartanburg,  S.C—  Is  deleted  and 
“MACEY  34*19'37"  N.  83*41'45"  W  Spar¬ 
tanburg.  S.C”  Is  substituted  therefor 

9.  In  J879R  "LANDS  34*19’21"  N  83*40'53" 
W.  Spartanburg.  8.  C.“  Is  deleted  and 
"MACEY  34°19'37"  N.  83*41'45"  W.  Spartan¬ 
burg,  S.  C—  is  substituted  therefor. 

10.  In  J881R  “LANDS  34*19-21"  N.83*40  - 
53”  W  Spartanburg.  3.  C.”  Is  deleted  and 
“MACEY  34*19'37"  N  83*41  45"  W  Spartan¬ 
burg.  S.  C—  Is  substituted  therefor. 

(Secs  307(a)  and  313(a).  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a) ): 
sec.  6(c).  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.69) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821.  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949.  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C..  on  June  8. 
1977 

William  E.  Broadwater. 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division 

|  FR  Doc.77-16827  Filed  6-15-77:8:46  am  | 


( Airspace  Docket  No.  77-WA-10] 

PART  75— ESTABLISHMENT  OF  JET 
ROUTES  AND  AREA  HIGH  ROUTES 

Alteration  of  Jet  Routes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA).  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  alters  a 
jet  route  identified  as  J-93  between  the 
United  States.  Mexican  Border  and 


Julian.  Calif.  This  action  provides  for 
the  safe  and  efficient  use  of  the  navigable 
airspace  and  is  in  response  to  a  request 
of  Mexico’s  Director  General  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Office. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  11.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Richard  Huff,  Airspace  Regulations 
Branch  (AAT-230).  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division.  Air  Traffic  Serv¬ 
ice,  Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW„  Wash¬ 
ington.  D  C.  20591:  telephone  202-426- 
3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part 
75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  75)  is  to  (1)  delete  J-93 
from  Julian.  Calif.,  direct  Hermosillo. 
Mexico,  and  (2)  align  J-93  from  Julian. 
Calif.,  direct  Punta  Penasco.  Mexico. 
Concurrently,  the  Mexican  Government 
will :  ( 1 )  delete  the  ALTAR  and  GOLFO 
intersections  associated  with  J-93;  (2) 
establish  a  new  ALTAR  intersection  at 
the  J-23  and  new  J-93  crossing  point  and 
(3)  establish  a  new  GOLFO  intersection 
at  the  J-23  and  J-5  crossing  point. 

This  action  enhances  safety  by  improv¬ 
ing  and  expediting  the  movement  of  IFR 
traffic  south  of  the  United  States/ 
Mexican  Border.  Since  this  amendment 
is  a  minor  matter  on  which  the  pub¬ 
lic  would  have  no  particular  desire  to 
comment  and  no  substantive  change  in 
the  regulations  is  effected,  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  are  unneces¬ 
sary. 

Drafting  Information 

"Hie  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Richard  Huff.  Air  Traffic  Serv¬ 
ice.  and  Jack  P.  Zimmerman.  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator. 
Subpart  B  of  Part  75  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CPU  Part  75  > 
as  republished  (42  FR  707)  is  amended, 
effective  August  11.  1977.  as  follows: 

In  S  75.100  Jet  Route  No.  93  “136*”  is 
deleted  and  “123*”  is  substituted  there¬ 
for. 

i Sec.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (  49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a)); 
sec.  6(c).  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
<49  U3.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11  69.) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  -eparatlon  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821.  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949.  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C..  on  June  9. 
1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

|  FR  Doc  77-17077  Filed  6-15-77:8:46  am) 
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Title  18 — Conservation  of  Power  and  Water 
Resources 

CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL  POWER 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  RM77-11;  Order  No.  567) 

ORDER  PRESCRIBING  CORRECTIONS, 

MINOR  REVISIONS  AND  CLARIFICA¬ 
TIONS 

AGENCY:  Federal  Power  Commission. 
ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  By  this  order  the  Commis¬ 
sion  amends  certain  sections  of  its  Rules 
in  order  to  correct  and  eliminate  numer¬ 
ous  minor  errors,  oversights,  misprints, 
and  deletions,  that  have  occurred  over  a 
period  of  time  in  the  promulgation  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  16,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Robert  E.  Hildebrand,  Office  of  Chief 

Accountant,  202-275-4067. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
On  February  22,  1977,  the  Commission 
issued  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
in  Docket  No.  RM77-11  <42  FR  12072, 
March  2,  1977).  This  rulemaking  pro¬ 
posed  to  correct  and  eliminate  numerous 
errors,  oversights,  misprints,  deletions, 
etc.,  that  have  occurred  over  a  period  of 
time  in  the  promulgation  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations  embodied  in  Title 
18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

Comments  were  invited  from  interested 
parties  on  or  before  March  8,  1977.  The 
Commission  received  no  responses  to  its 
proposed  rulemaking.  There  were  two 
requests  1  for  an  extension  of  time:  these 
were  denied  by  the  Commission  on 
March  11. 1977. 

The  proposed  revisions  to  Part  3  and 
to  certain  regulations  in  Parts  35  and 
154  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
have  been  deleted  from  this  proceeding. 
The  revisions  to  Part  3  proposed  in  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking,  as  well 
as  other  revisions  to  Part  3,  were  includ¬ 
ed  in  Commission  Order  No.  564  issued 
on  March  30,  1977.  The  proposed  revi¬ 
sions  to  Parts  35  and  154  relative  to  the 
deferred  income  tax  effects  of  research 
and  development  expenditures  have  been 
included  in  Order  No.  566  which  ad¬ 
dresses  the  research,  development,  and 
demonstration  project  question  more 
fully.  Other  than  the  deletions  noted 
above,  the  rulemaking  proposals  are  be¬ 
ing  adopted  as  noticed. 

The  Commission  finds :  ( 1 )  The  notice 
and  opportunity  to  participate  in  this 
rulemaking  proceeding  with  respect  to 
the  matters  presently  before  this  Com¬ 
mission  through  the  submission,  in  writ¬ 
ing.  of  data,  views,  comments  and  sug¬ 
gestions  in  the  manner  described  above, 
are  consistent  and  in  accordance  with 
procedural  requirements  prescribed  by  5 
U.S.C.  553. 

(2)  The  amendments  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Regulations  herein  prescribed  are 
necessary  and  appropriate  for  adminis- 

1  Carolina  Power  A  Light  Company  and  Salt 
River  Project. 


tration  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  and  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  for  making  the 
amendments  adopted  herein,  effective 
upon  issuance  of  this  order. 

The  Commission,  acting  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Power  Act, 
as  amended,  particularly  Sections  3,  4, 
15,  16,  301,  304,  308,  and  309  <41  Stat. 
1063-1066,  1068,  1072,  1075;  49  Stat.  838, 
839,  840,  841,  854-856,  858-859;  82  Stat. 
617;  16  U.S.C.  796,  797,  803,  808,  809,  816, 
825,  825b,  825c,  825g,  825h,  826i>  and  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as  amended,  par. 
ticularly  Sections  8,  10,  and  16  (52  Stat. 
825-826,  830;  15  U.S.C.  717g,  717i,  717o), 
orders : 

PART  2— GENERAL  POLICY  AND 
INTERPRETATIONS 

(A)  Part  2,  General  Policy  and  In¬ 
terpretations,  of  Subchapter  A,  General 
Rules,  Chapter  I,  Title  18  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows : 

(1)  In  §  2.9,  Conditions  in  preliminary 
permits  and  licenses — list  of  and  cita¬ 
tions  to  “P-”  and  “L-"  Forms,  paragraph 
<b)  is  amended  by  deleting  “825  No.  Cap¬ 
itol  St.,  NE.,”  from  the  last  sentence.  As 
amended,  this  portion  of  §  2.9  reads: 

§  2.9  Conditions  in  preliminary  permits 
and  licenses — list  of  and  citations  to 
“P-”  and  “L-”  Forms. 

•  *  •  *  « 

(b)  *  *  *  Forms  currently  in  use,  in¬ 
cluding  those  which  have  not  yet  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  FPC  reports,  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Office  of  Public  Infor¬ 
mation,  Federal  Powder  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

•  *  *  *  • 

(2)  In  8  2.12,  Calculation  of  taxes  for 
property  of  public  utilities  and  licensees 
constructed  or  acquired  after  January  1, 
1970,  the  last  sentence  of  the  text  is 
amended  by  revising  the  title  of  Ac¬ 
count  No.  282,  “Accumulated  Deferred 
Income  Taxes — Liberalized  Deprecia¬ 
tion.”  As  amended,  this  portion  of  8  2.12 
reads: 

§  2.12  Calculation  of  taxes  for  property 
of  public  utilities  and  licensees  con¬ 
structed  or  acquired  after  Januarv  1, 
1970. 

*  *  •  As  to  balances  in  Account  282 
of  the  Uniform  System  of  Accounts, 
“Accumulated  deferred  income  taxes — 
Other  property,”  it  will  remain  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  policy  to  deduct  such  balances 
from  rate  base  in  rate  proceedings. 

(3)  In  §  2.13,  Design  and  construction, 
the  last  sentence  of  paragraph  (b)  is 
amended  by  deleting  "441  G  Street  NW.” 
As  amended,  this  portion  of  §  2.13  reads: 

§  2.13  Design  and  construction. 

*  »  *  *  • 

(b)  *  *  *  The  guidelines  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Office  of  Public  Infor¬ 
mation,  Federal  Power  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426.  • 

•  *  *  *  • 

(4)  In  8  2.60,  Facilities  and  activities 
during  emergency — accounting  treat¬ 
ment  of  defense-related  expenditures, 


paragraph  (c)  is  amended  by  deleting 
“205”  referenced  parenthetically.  As 
amended,  paragraph  (c)  reads: 

§  2.60  Facilities  and  activities  during  an 
emergency — accounting  treatment  of 
defense-related  expenditures. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(c)  When  a  person,  not  otherwise  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  files  an  application  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  of  facilities  to 
be  used  solely  for  operation  in  a  national 
emergency  for  the  delivery  of  gas  to,  or 
receipt  of  gas  from,  a  person  subject  to 
the  Commission’s  jurisdiction,  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  consider  a  request  by  such 
applicant  for  waiver  of  the  requirement 
to  keep  and  maintain  its  accounts  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Uniform  System  of 
Accounts  for  Natural  Gas  Companies 
(Parts  201  and  204  of  this  chapter)  or 
to  file  the  annual  reports  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  required  by  88  260.1  and  260.2  of 
this  chapter. 

(5)  In  §  2.67,  Calculation  of  taxes  for 
property  of  pipeline  companies  con¬ 
structed  or  acquired  after  January  1, 
1970,  the  last  sentence  of  text  is  amended 
by  revising  the  title  of  Account  No.  282, 
“Accumulated  Deferred  Income  Taxes — 
Liberalized  Depreciation.”  As  amended, 
this  portion  of  8  2.67  reads: 

§  2.67  Calculation  of  taxes  for  property 
of  pipeline  companies  constructed  or 
acquired  after  January  1,  1970. 

*  *  •  As  to  balances  in  Account  No. 
282  of  the  Uniform  System  of  Accounts, 
“Accumulated  deferred  income  taxes — 
Other  property,”  it  will  remain  the 
Commission’s  policy  to  deduct  such  bal¬ 
ances  from  the  rate  base  of  natural  gas 
pipeline  companies  in  rate  proceedings. 

(6)  In  8  2.67a,  Policy  with  respect  to 
the  natural  gas  shortage  as  it  relates  to 
the  Revenue  Act  of  1971,  paragraphs  (a) 
(l)(i),  (a)(1)  (ii)  and  (2)  are  amended 
by  revising  the  numerical  reference,  "Ac¬ 
count  411.3”  to  read,  “Account  Nos.  411.4 
and/or  411.5.”  In  addition,  delete  the 
parenthesized  sentence  at  the  end  of  par¬ 
agraph  (a)(l)(i).  As  amended,  these 
portions  of  8  2.67  read: 

§  2.67a  Policy  with  respect  to  the  natural 
gas  shortage  as  it  relates  to  the  Rev¬ 
enue  Act  of  1971. 

<a)  •  *  • 

(1)  (i)  When  the  “General  Rule”  is 
applicable  to  a  utility,  other  than  a 
natural  gas  pipeline  company,  the 
amount  of  the  investment  credit  allowed 
shall  be  debited  to  Accounts  411.4,  In¬ 
vestment  Tax  Credit  Adjustments.  Util¬ 
ity  Operations,  and/or  411.5,  Investment 
Tax  Credit  Adjustments,  Nonutility  Op¬ 
erations,  and  credited  to  Account  255, 
Accumulated  Deferred  Investment  Tax 
Credits.  The  amount  in  Account  255  shall 
be  amortized  to  Account  420,  Investment 
Tax  Credits,  ratably  over  the  book  service 
life  of  the  related  property. 

(ii)  Since  the  Commission  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  there  is  a  natural  domestic 
supply  of  gas  insufficient  at  this  time  to 
meet  the  present  and  future  require¬ 
ments,  natural  gas  pipeline  companies,  at 
their  option,  may  account  for  the  invest- 
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ment  credit  by  either  debiting  Accounts 
411.4.  Investment  Tax  Credit  Adjust¬ 
ments.  Utility  Operations,  and/or  411.5. 
Investment  Tax  Credit  Adjustments. 
Nonutility  Operations,  and  crediting  Ac¬ 
count  420.  or  by  debiting  Accounts  411.4 
and/or  411.5,  and  crediting  Account  255 
with  amortization  from  Account  255  to 
Account  420  over  a  period  of  time  as 
selected  by  the  Company. 

(2)  Under  the  “Special  Rule  for  Rat¬ 
able  Flow-Through, ’’  the  utility  shall, 
when  this  option  applies,  debit  Accounts 
411.4  and/or  411.5  and  credit  Account 
255.  The  amounts  in  Account  255  shall  be 
amortized  to  Accounts  411.4  and/or  411.5 
over  the  book  service  life  of  the  related 
property. 

•  #  *  *  *  • 

PART  33— APPLICATION  FOR  SALE,  LEASE 
OR  OTHER  DISPOSITION.  MERGER  OR 
CONSOLIDATION  OF  FACILITIES,  OR 
FOR  PURCHASE  OR  ACQUISITION  OF 
SECURITIES  OF  A  PUBLIC  UTILITY 

<B>  Part  33 — Application  for  sale, 
lease  or  other  disposition,  merger  or  con¬ 
solidation  of  facilities,  or  for  purchase  or 
acquisition  of  securities  of  a  public 
utility,  of  Subchapter  B — Regulations 
under  the  Federal  power  act.  Chapter  I, 
Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  as  follows: 

(1)  Paragraph  (1)  of  §  33.2  is  amended 
by  revising  “(in  conformity  with  §  131.41 
of  this  chapter)"  to  read  “(in  the  form 
prescribed  by  the  Commission’s  Uniform 
System  of  Accounts  for  Public  Utilities 
and  Licensees)”  to  read  as  follows: 

§  33.2  Content!*  of  application;  filing 

fee. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(1)  A  Statement  (in  the  form  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Commission’s  Uniform 
System  of  Accounts  for  Public  Utilities 
and  Licensees)  •  •  • 

•  •  •  •  • 

(2)  Revise  Exhibits  G.  I  and  J  of  §  33.3 
by: 

<a)  Revising  the  entire  paragraph.  ' 

<  b)  Revising  the  entire  paragraph. 

(C>  Exhibit  J.  changing  the  word  “sur¬ 
plus”  to  read  "Retained  Earnings." 

As  amended  and  revised,  these  sec¬ 
tions  read: 

§  33.3  Required  exhibit!*. 

*  *  *  *  » 
Exhibit  G.  Balance  sheets  and  supporting 
plant  schedules  fbr  the  most  recent  12  month 
period  only,  on  an  actual  basis  and  on  a  pro 
forma  basis  In  the  form  prtscrlbed  for  State¬ 
ment  A  and  B  of  the  FPC  Annual  Report 
Form  No.  1.  prescribed  by  f  141.1  of  this 
chapter  The  adjustments  necessary  to  arrive 
at  the  pro  forma  statements  should  be  clearly 
identified. 

»  •  »  *  • 

Exhibit  /.  Income  statement  for  the  most 
recent  12  month  period  only,  on  an  actual 
basis  and  on  a  pro  forma  basis  in  the  form 
prescribed  for  Statement  C  of  the  FPC  An¬ 
nual  Report  Form  No.  1  prescribed  by  5  141.1 
of  this  Chapter.  The  adjustments  necessary 
to  arrive  at  the  pro  forma  statements  should 
be  clearly  Identified 

*  *  *  •  • 

Exhibit  J.  An  analysis  of  retained  earn¬ 
ings  •  *  • 


PART  34 — APPLICATION  FOR  AUTHORIZA¬ 
TION  OF  THE  ISSUANCE  OF  SECURITIES 

OR  THE  ASSUMPTION  OF  LIABILITIES 

(C>  Part  34 — Application  for  Authori¬ 
zation  of  the  Issuance  of  Securities  or 
the  Assumption  of  Liabilities,  of  Sub- 
chapter  B.  Regulations  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act,  Chapter  I,  Title  18  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows: 

(1)  Revise  Exhibits  H.  L  and  M  of 
Si  34.3  by: 

ia )  Exhibit  H,  revising  the  entire  para¬ 
graph. 

(b)  Exhibit  L,  revising  the  entire  para¬ 
graph. 

(c)  Exhibit  M.  changing  the  word 
“surplus”  to  read  “Retained  Earnings." 

As  amended,  these  sections  read: 

§  34.3  Required  exhibit-. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Exhibit  H.  Balance  sheets  and  supporting 
plant  schedules  for  the  most  recent  12  month 
period  only,  on  an  actual  basis  and  on  a  pro 
forma  basis  In  the  form  prescribed  for 
Statements  A  and  B  of  the  FPC  Annual  Re¬ 
port  Form  No.  1,  prescribed  by  S  141.1  of  this 
Chapter.  The  adjustments  necessary  to  ar¬ 
rive  at  the  pro  forma  statements  should  be 
clearly  identified 

•  •  •  •  • 

Exhibit  L.  Income  statement  for  the  most 
recent  12  month  period  only,  on  an  actual 
basis  and  on  a  pro  forma  basis  in  the  form 
prescribed  for  Statement  C  of  the  FPC  An¬ 
nual  Report  Form  No.  1.  prescribed  by  §  141.1 
of  this  Chapter.  The  adjustments  necessary 
to  arrive  at  the  pro  forma  statements  should 
be  clearly  Identified. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Exhibit  M.  An  analysis  of  retained  earn¬ 
ings  •  •  •. 


PART  35— FILING  OF  RATE  SCHEDULES 

(D)  Part  35 — Filing  of  Rate  Schedules, 
of  Subchapter  B — Regulations  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  Chapter  I.  Title  18  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows: 

(1)  Paragraph  (b)  <4)  (iii)  of  §  35.13  is 
amended  by  revising  title  of  Statement 
C — “Earned  Surplus  Statement”  to  read 
"Statement  C — Retained  Earnings  State¬ 
ment”  and  the  first  sentence  by  revising 
the  words,  “Earned  surplus”  to  read  “Re¬ 
tained  earnings  ”. 

As  amended,  this  section  reads: 

§  33.13  Filing  of  change!*  in  rale  sched¬ 
ules. 


(b)  •  *  • 

(4)  *  *  * 

(iii)  *  •  • 

Statement  C — Retained  earnings  state¬ 
ment.  Retained  earnings  statement  *  *  * 

•  *  *  •  • 
PART  101— UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  AC¬ 
COUNTS  PRESCRIBED  FOR  PUBLIC 
UTILITIES  AND  LICENSEES  SUBJECT  TO 
THE  PROVISIONS  OF  THE  FEDERAL 
POWER  ACT  (CLASS  A  AND  CLASS  B) 

<E>  Part  101 — Uniform  System  of  Ac¬ 
counts  Prescribed  for  class  A  and  class 
B  Public  Utilities  and  Licensees,  of  Sub¬ 
chapter  C — Accounts,  Federal  Power  Act. 


Chapter  I.  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  is  amended  as  follows 

(1)  Revise  the  title  to  Part  101  to  read 
as  set  forth  above. 

(2)  In  the  preface  section  of  Part  101. 
under  the  clarification  “Applicability  of 
system  of  accounts."  delete  the  last  two 
sentences  of  the  second  paragraph,  which 
make  reference  to  §1  102.01-1  and  104.1 
and  amend  the  first  sentence  of  the 
fourth  paragraph,  by  revising  the  refer¬ 
ence  to  5  103.01-1"  to  read  “§  103.” 

As  amended,  these  portions  read 
•  •  •  •  • 

Applicability  of  system  of  accounts 
♦  •  • 

•  »  «  »  * 

This  system  of  accounts  is  applicable 
to  public  utilities,  as  defined  in  this  part, 
and  to  licensees  engaged  in  the  genera¬ 
tion  and  sale  of  electric  energy  for  ulti¬ 
mate  distribution  to  the  public 
•  •  *  *  * 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
section  3  of  the  act  (49  Stat.  839:  16 
U.S.C.  796 <  13) ) .  the  “classification  of  in¬ 
vestment  in  road  and  equipment  of  steam 
roads,  issue  of  1914.  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission",  is  published  and  promul¬ 
gated  as  a  part  of  the  accounting  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  Commission,  and  a 
copy  thereof  appears  as  5  103  of  this 
chapter.  *  *  * 

*  *  *  #  * 

<3»  In  the  preface  section  of  Part  101. 
delete  the  entire  portion  entitled  “Com¬ 
parison  of  the  uniform  system  of  ac¬ 
counts  Prescribed  for  Public  Utilities  and 
Licensees  effective  Jan.  1,  1937,  with  the 
revised  system  of  accounts  effective  Jan. 
1. 1961." 

(4)  In  the  title  of  Part  101  which  im¬ 
mediately  precedes  the  Definition  section, 
amend  the  title  to  read  as  follows: 

UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  ACCOUNTS  PRE¬ 
SCRIBED  FOR  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  AND 

LICENSEES  SUBJECT  TO  THE  PROVI¬ 
SIONS  OF  THE  FEDERAL  POWER  ACT 

(CLASS  A  AND  CLASS  B) 

<5)  In  the  Definitions  sections,  amend 
definition  number  5.A,  “Associated  Com¬ 
panies.”  by  adding  “'Affiliated)”  to  the 
title. 

As  amended,  number  5. A  reads: 

Definitions 

•  •  •  •  * 

5.A.  “Associated  'affiliated)  com¬ 
panies”  •  *  * 

•  »  •  •  * 

(6)  In  the  General  Instructions  section 
paragraph  B  of  General  Instruction  1. 
“Classification  of  Utilities’’  is  amended 
by  revising  the  second  sentence.  As 
amended  paragraph  B  reads: 

General  Instructions 

1.  Classification  of  Utilities. 

•  A  •  •  • 

B.  This  system  of  accounts  applies  to 
Class  A  and  Class  B  utilities.  The  system 
of  accounts,  applicable  to  Class  C  and 
Class  D  utilities  is  issued  separately. 
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(7)  in  the  Electric  Plant  Instructions 
section  * 

fa)  Instruction  7,  “Land  and  Land 
Rights”,  paragraph  “H”  is  amended  by 
revising  the  title  of  Account  No.  Ill, 
“Accumulated  Provision  for  Amortiza¬ 
tion  of  Electric  Plant  in  Service,”  refer¬ 
enced  parenthetically. 

(b)  Instruction  10,  “Additions  and  Re¬ 
tirements  of  Electric  Plant”,  paragraph 
(C)  (3) ,  is  amended  by  changing  the  word 
“appropirate”  to  read  “appropriate”  and 
the  words  “he”  and  “teh”  to  read  “the.” 

As  amended,  this  portion  of  the  Elec¬ 
tric  Plant  Instructions  reads: 

Electric  Plant  Instructions 

***** 

7.  Land  and  Land  Rights. 

»  «  O  O  * 

H.  *  *  *  (See  account  111,  Accumu¬ 
lated  Provision  for  Amorization  of  Elec¬ 
tric  Utility  Plant,  and  account  404, 
Amortization  of  Limited-Term  Electric 
Plant.) 

*  *  *  ♦  * 

10.  Additions  and  Retirements  of  Elec¬ 
tric  Plant. 

*  *  *  *  * 

C.  *  *  *  account  appropriate  for  the 
item;  except  that  if  the  replacement  *  *  * 
charged  to  the  appropriate  electric  plant 
account. 

*  *  *  *  • 

(8)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Balance  Sheet  Accounts,”  is 
amended  and  the  titles  of  “Account  203, 
Preferred  Stock  Liability  for  Conversion” 
and  “Account  210,  Gain  or  Resale  on 
Cancellation  of  Reacquired  Capital 
Stock”  are  amended  to  read  “Account 
203,  Common  Stock  Liability  for  Conver¬ 
sion”  and  “Account  210.  Gain  on  Resale 
or  Cancellation  of  Reacquired  Capital 
Stock,”  as  amended,  this  reads: 

Balance  Sheet  Chart  of  Accounts 

•  *  *  *  * 
LIABILITIES  AND  OTHER  CREDITS 
5.  Proprietary  Capital 

Sec 

203  Common  stock  liability  for  conversion. 
210  Gain  on  resale  or  cancellation  of  reac¬ 
quired  capital  stock. 

***** 

(9)  In  the  text  of  the  Balance  Sheet 
accounts: 

(a)  The  first  sentence  of  Account 
120.5,  “Accumulated  Provision  for  Amor¬ 
tization  of  Nuclear  Fuel  Assemblies,”  is 
amended  by  adding  the  word  “Expense” 
to  the  title  of  “Account  518,  Nuclear 
Fuels.” 

(b)  The  title  of  “Account  157,  Nuclear 
Materials  held  for  sale”  is  amended  to 
read  “Account  157,  Nuclear  materials 
held  for  sale.” 

As  amended,  this  portion  of  the  Bal¬ 
ance  Sheet  Accounts  reads: 


Balance  Sheet  Accounts 
ASSETS  AND  OTHER  DEBITS 
***** 
120.5  Accumulated  provision  for  amor¬ 
tization  of  nuclear  fuel  assemblies. 

A.  This  account  shall  be  credited  and 
account  518,  Nuclear  fuel  expense,  *  *  a 
♦  *  *  *  .  * 

137  Nuclear  materials  held  for  sale. 
***** 

(10)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Electric  Plant  Accounts.”  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Electric  Plant  Chart  of  Accounts 

(11)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Income  Accounts,”  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

Income  Chart  of  Accounts 

*12)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Retained  Earnings  Accounts,” 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Retained  Earnings  Chart  of  Accounts 

(13)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Operating  Revenue  Accounts," 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Operating  Revenue  Chart  of  Accounts 

(14)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Operation  and  Maintenance  Ex¬ 
pense  Accounts,”  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

Operation  and  Maintenance  Expense  Chart  of 
Accounts 

PART  104 — UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  AC¬ 
COUNTS  PRESCRIBED  FOR  PUBLIC 
UTILITIES  AND  LICENSEES  SUBJECT  TO 
THE  PROVISIONS  OF  THE  FEDERAL 
POWER  ACT  (CLASS  C  AND  CLASS  D) 

(F)  Part  104 — Uniform  System  of  Ac¬ 
counts  for  Public  Utilities  and  Licensees 
(Class  C  and  Class  D>,  of  Subchapter 
C — Accounts,  Federal  Power  Act,  Chap¬ 
ter  I,  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

(1)  The  title  to  Part  104  is  amended 
to  read  as  set  forth  above. 

(2)  In  the  preface  section  delete  the 
entire  portion  entitled  "Comparison  of 
the  uniform  system  of  accounts  pre¬ 
scribed  for  Public  Utilities  and  Licensees 
effective  Jan.  1,  1938,  with  the  revised 
system  of  accounts  effective  Jan.  1, 1961.” 

(3)  In  the  title  of  Part  104  which  im¬ 
mediately  precedes  the  Definitions  sec¬ 
tion,  the  title  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  ACCOUNTS  PRE¬ 
SCRIBED  FOR  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  AND 
LICENSEES  SUBJECT  TO  THE  PROVI 
SIONS  OF  THE  FEDERAL  POWER  ACT 
CLASS  C  AND  CLASS  D) 

<4>  In  the  Electric  Plant  Instructions 
section: 

(a*  Electric  Plant  Instruction  9,  “Ad¬ 
ditions  and  Retirements  of  Electric 
Plant,”  paragraph  F,  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  title  of  Account  110.  “Accumu¬ 


lated  F*rovision  for  Depreciation  and 
Amortization  of  Electric  Plant.”  to  read 
“Accumulated  Provision  for  Deprecia¬ 
tion  and  Amortization  of  Electric  Utility 
Plant,” 

As  amended,  this  portion  of  the 
Electric  Plant  Instructions  reads : 

Electric  Plant  Instructions 
•  *  *  •  • 

9.  Additions  and  Retirements  of  Elec¬ 
tric  Plant. 

*  *  •  •  * 

F.  The  book  cost  less  net  salvage  of 
electric  plant  retired  shall  be  charged  in 
its  entirety  to  account  110,  Accumulated 
Provision  for  Depreciation  and  Amorti¬ 
zation  of  Electric  Utility  Plant.  Any 
amounts  which,  by  approval  or  order  of 
the  Commission,  are  charged  to  account 
182,  Extraordinary  Property  Losses,  shall 
be  credited  to  account  110,  Accumulated 
Provision  for  Depreciation  and  Amorti¬ 
zation  of  Electric  Utility  Plant. 
***** 

(5)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Balance  Sheet  Accounts,”  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Balance  Sheet  Chart  of  Accounts 

(6)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Electric  Plant  Accounts,”  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Electric  Plant  Chart  of  Accounts 

(7)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Income  Accounts.”  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

Income  Chart  of  Accounts 

(8»  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Retained  Earnings  Accounts,"  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Retained  Earnings  Chart  of  Accounts 

(9 1  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  "Operating  Revenue  Accounts.” 
is  amended  to  read -as  follows: 

Operating  Revenue  Chart  of  Accounts 

1 10)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  "Operation  and  Maintenance  Ex¬ 
pense  Accounts,”  is  amended  and  the  title 
of  section  6,  “Administration  and  Gen¬ 
eral  Expenses,”  of  the  chart  of  accounts, 
is  amended.  As  amended,  this  section 
reads : 

Operation  and  Maintenance  Expense  Chart  of 
Accounts 

•  •  *  *  • 

6.  Administrative  and  General  Expenses 


PART  125 — PRESERVATION  OF  RECORDS 
OF  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  AND  LICENSEES 

(G)  Part  125 — Preservation  of  Records 
of  Public  Utilities  and  Licensees,  of  Sub¬ 
chapter  C — Accounts.  Federal  Power  Act, 
Chapter  I,  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

<1>  5  125.2,  “General  instructions," 

paragraph  (g>  <iii)  is  amended  by  revis- 
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in*  subparagraph  (tii).  “Be  stored  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  certification.  when 
damaged.”  to  read  “Be  regenerated,  in¬ 
cluding  proper  certification,  when  dam¬ 
aged  ." 

As  amended,  subparagraph  (iii» 
reads: 

§  125.2  General  instructions. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(g)  Media.  •  •  • 

(iii)  Be  regenerated,  including  proper 
certification,  when  damaged.  •  •  • 

•  »  *  *  • 


PART  131 — FORMS 

(H)  Part  131 — Forms,  of  Subchapter 
D — Approved  Forms.  Federal  Power  Act. 
Chapter  I.  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  131.40  [  Deleted  1 
§  131.41  [Deleted] 

§131.42  [Deleted] 

Delete  entire  5  131.40.  Balance  sheet 
5  131.41.  Classification  of  utility  plant 
and  reserves  applicable  to  utility  plant, 
and  5  131.42,  Comparative  income  state¬ 
ment. 

PART  141— STATEMENTS  AND  REPORTS 
(SCHEDULES) 

Part  141 — Statements  and  Reports 
(Schedules),  of  Subchapter  D — Ap¬ 
proved  Forms.  Federal  Power  Act.  Chap¬ 
ter  I.  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

(I)  Paragraph  (d)  of  §  141.1  is 
amended  by: 

(a)  Relocating  “Nuclear  Fuel  Materi¬ 
als"  schedule  following  Attestation  to  a 
location  immediately  following  the 
schedule  “Statement  of  Changes  in  Fi¬ 
nancial  Position — Statement  E.” 

(b>  Immediately  following  "Miscel¬ 
laneous  Deferred  Debits.”  deleting  the 
schedule  "Deferred  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  Expenses.” 

(c)  Revising  the  title  of  schedule 
“Rents  Charged.”  to  read  “Lease  Rent¬ 
als  Charged.” 

As  amended,  these  portions  of  para¬ 
graph  (d)  read: 

§  141.1  Form  No.  1.  Annual  rrnorl  for 
electric  utilities,  licensees  and  others 
(Glass  A  and  Class  B). 

*  •  •  •  • 

(d)  This  annual  report  contains  the 
following  schedules: 

•  *  •  •  • 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  Posi¬ 
tion — Statement  E. 

Nuclear  Fuel  Materials. 

•  •  •  •  » 

Lease  Rentals  Charged. 

•  •  •  •  • 


PART  154 — RATE  SCHEDULES  AND 
TARIFFS 

<J>  Part  154 — Rate  Schedules  and 
Tariffs,  of  Subchapter  E — Regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  Chapter  I. 
Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  as  follows: 


(1>  Under  }  154  38(d)  (4)  the  first  sen¬ 
tence  of  Footnote  No.  1  is  amended. 

(2)  Section  154.38  is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  paragraphs  (c)  and  (f)  following 
paragraph  <d>  (4>  (iv)  (b) . 

As  amended  and  revised,  those  sec¬ 
tions  read: 

§  154.38  Composite  of  rate  schedule. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  •  •  • 

(4)  •  •  *  its  cost  of  purchased  gas.’ 

•  •  • 

•  •  •  *  • 

(3>  Section  154.63(f)  is  amended  by 
amending  Statement  H(2)  as  follows: 

§  154.63  Changes  in  a  tariff,  executed 
service  agreement  or  part  thereof.1 

(f>  Description  of  statements.  •  •  * 

Statement  H(2) — •  •  •  The  amounts  of  de¬ 
preciable  plant  shall  be  shown  by  the  func¬ 
tions  specified  in  Paragraph  C  of  Account 
108.  Accumulated  Provision  for  Depreciation 
of  Oas  Utility  Plant  of  the  Commission's 
Uniform  System  of  Acoounts  for  Natural  Oas 
Companies,  and.  If  available,  for  each  de¬ 
tailed  plant  account  (300  Series)  together 
with  the  rates  used  In  computing  such  ex¬ 
penses  •  •  • 

•  •  •  •  • 


PART  201—  UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  AC¬ 
COUNTS  PRESCRIBED  FOR  NATURAL 
GAS  COMPANIES  SUBJECT  TO  THE 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  NATURAL  GAS 
ACT  (CLASS  A  AND  CLASS  B) 

(K>  Part  201 — Uniform  System  of 
Accounts  for  Natural  Gas  Companies,  of 
Subchapter  F  Accounts.  Natural  Gas 
Act.  Chapter  I.  Title  18  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows : 

( 1 )  The  title  of  Part  201  is  amended  to 
read  as  set  forth  above. 

(2)  In  the  preface  section  delete  the 
entire  portion  entitled  “Comparison  of 
the  uniform  system  of  accounts  pre¬ 
scribed  for  natural  gas  companies  effec¬ 
tive  Jan.  1.  1940,  with  the  revised  system 
of  accounts  effective  Jan.  1,  1961.” 

(3)  In  the  title  of  Part  201  which  im¬ 
mediately  precedes  the  Definitions  sec¬ 
tion.  the  title  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  ACCOUNTS  PRE¬ 
SCRIBED  FOR  NATURAL  GAS  COM¬ 
PANIES  SUBJECT  TO  THE  PROVISIONS 
OF  THE  NATURAL  GAS  ACT  (CLASS  A 
AND  CLASS  B) 

(4>  In  the  General  Instructions  sec¬ 
tion: 

(a)  General  Instruction  1,  paragraph 
B  “Classification  of  Utilities.”  is 

*  For  the  purposes  of  this  subsection,  pur¬ 
chased  gas  cost  represents  the  cost  of  well¬ 
head  purchases,  held  line  purchases,  plant 
outlet  purchases,  transmission  line  pur¬ 
chases.  and  from  pipeline  production  that 
qualifies  for  and  Is  being  afforded  area  or 
nationwide  rate  treatment.  •  •  • 

'  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  be 
applicable  to  filings  made  pursuant  to 
Hi  154  81  through  154.86,  unless  such  filing 
results  in  a  change  in  rate,  charge,  classifica¬ 
tion  or  service 


amended  by  revising  the  second  sen¬ 
tence. 

(b)  General  Instruction  16.  "Signifi¬ 
cance  of  Commission  Opinion  Nos.  568 
and  568A  on  accounting.”  is  amended  by ' 
changing  “Gas  Plant  in  Service"  to  “Gas 
Utility  Plant”  in  paragraph  B.  As 
amended,  this  portion  reads: 

General  Instructions 

1.  Classification  of  Utilities. 

•  •  •  •  • 

B.  This  system  of  accounts  applies  to 
Class  A  and  Class  B  utilities.  The  system 
of  accounts  applicable  to  Class  C  and 
Class  D  utilities  is  issued  separately. 

16.  Significance  of  Commission  Opin¬ 
ion  Nos.  568  and  S68A  on  accounting. 

B.  •  •  •  among  others: 

108  Accumulated  Provision  for  Depre¬ 
ciation  of  Gas  Utility  Plant. 

»  •  •  •  • 

(5)  In  the  Gas  Plant  Instructions  sec¬ 
tion: 

(a)  Gas  Plant  Instruction  No.  3. 
“Components  of  construction  cost.”  first 
sentence  of  note  to  subparagraph  (17) 
is  amended  by  revising  “Electric  Plant 
in  Service”  to  read  “Gas  Utility  Plant." 

As  amended,  this  portion  of  the  Gas 
Plant  Instructions  reads: 

Gas  Plant  Instructions 
*  •  •  •  • 

3.  Components  of  construction  cost. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(17)  •  •  * 

Note:  •  •  •  as  "Gas  Utility  Plant"  and  •  •  • 
•  •  •  •  • 

(6)  The  title  of  the  Chart  of  Accounts 
for  the  “Balance  Sheet  Accounts.”  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Balance  Sheet  Chart  of  Accounts 

(7)  In  the  text  of  Balance  Sheet  Ac¬ 
counts  : 

(a)  The  text  of  Account  103.  “Experi¬ 
mental  Gas  Plant  Unclassified."  last  sen¬ 
tence  of  paragraph  B  is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  the  word  “an”. 

(b)  TTie  text  of  Account  105.  “Gas 
Plant  Held  for  Future  Use.”  paragraphs 
A  and  B  and  Note  B  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  date  “on  or  before  October  6. 
1969”  to  read  “on  or  before  October  7. 
1969.” 

(c)  The  text  of  Account  105.1,  “Pro¬ 
duction  Properties  Held  for  Future  Use.” 
paragraph  A  and  B.  Ls  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  the  date  “on  or  after  October  7. 1939.” 
to  read  “on  or  after  October  8.  1969.” 

(d)  The  text  of  Account  106,  "Com¬ 
pleted  Construction  Not  Classified — Gas” 
is  amended  by  revising  the  word  “has”  to 
read  “have”. 

(e)  Note  A  to  text  of  Account  107, 
“Construction  Work  in  Progress — Gas.” 
is  amended  by  revising  “instruction  16.” 
to  read  “instruction  15.” 

(f)  Item  (5)  in  the  second  sentence  in 
paragraph  C  of  Account  111.  “Accumu¬ 
lated  Provision  for  Amortization  and  De¬ 
pletion  of  Gas  Utility  Plant,”  is  amended 
by  revising  the  word  “local”  to  read 
“other.” 
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(g)  Paragraph  A  of  Account  186,  “Mis¬ 
cellaneous  Deferred  Debits,”  is  amended 
by  revising  “instruction  16A,”  to  read 
“instruction  15  A.” 

(h)  First  sentence  of  paragraph  B  of 
Account  255,  “Accumulated  Deferred  In¬ 
vestment  Tax  Credits”  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  “electric  utility  property”  to  read 
“gas  utility  plant,” 

As  amended,  this  portion  of  the  text  of 
the  Balance  Sheet  Accounts  reads: 

Balance  Sheet  Accounts 
ASSETS  AND  OTHER  DEBITS 
*  *  *  *  • 

103  Experimental  gas  plant  unclassified. 
•  *  *  *  * 

B.  Prior  to  transfer  to  account 
101  *  *  • 

*  *  •  •  * 

105  Gas  plant  held  for  future  use. 

A.  •  *  *  on  or  before  October  7,  1969. 
***** 

B.  *  *  *  on  or  before  October  7, 
1969,  •  *  * 

*  *  *  *  * 

Note  B:  *  *  *  on  or  before  October  V, 
1969. 

♦  *  *  •  * 

105.1  Production  properties  held  for 
future  use. 

A.  *  *  *  on  or  after  October  8,  1969, 
*  *  • 

•  *  *  *  * 

B.  *  *  *  on  or  after  October  8,  1969, 
•  *  * 

*  *  *  *  ~  * 

106  Completed  construction  not  classi¬ 
fied — -Gas. 

At  the  end  of  the  year  or  such  other 
date  as  a  balance  sheet  may  be  required 
by  the  Commission,  this  account  shall 
include  the  total  of  the  balances  of  work 
orders  for  gas  plant  which  have  been 
completed  and  placed  in  service  but 
which  work  orders  have  not  been  classi¬ 
fied  for  transfer  to  the  detailed  gas  plant 
accounts. 

***** 

107  Construction  work  in  progress— 
Gas. 

***** 

Note  A:  This  account  shall  include 
certificate  application  fees  paid  to  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  as  provided 
for  in  gas  plant  instruction  15. 
***** 

111  Accumulated  provision  for  amor¬ 
tization  and  depletion  of  gas  utility 
plant. 

*  *  *  •  • 

C.  *  *  •  (5)  other  storage,  *  *  * 

*  *  *  *  •  • 

186  Miscellaneous  deferred  debits. 

A.  *  •  *  instruction  15A,  *  *  * 
***** 

255  Accumulated  deferred  investment 
tax  credits. 


B.  *  *  •  of  gas  utility  plant  *  •  * 
***** 

<8)  Amend  the  title  of  the  chart  of 
accounts  for  the  “Gas  Plant  Accounts,” 
to  read  as  follows : 

Gas  Plant  Chart  of  Accounts 

<9)  The  text  of  the  next  to  the  last 
sentence  of  the  special  instructions  ap¬ 
plicable  to  “B.l  Natural  Gas  Production 
and  Gathering  Plant”  accounts  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  changing  Account  403,  Depreciation 
and  Depletion  Expense  to  read  Account 
404. i;  Amortization  and  Depletion  of  Pro¬ 
ducing  Natural  Gas  Land  and  Land 
Rights.  As  amended,  this  instruction 
reads : 

Gas  Plant  Chart  of  Accounts 
***** 

B.  NATURAL  GAS  PRODUCTION 
PLANT 

B.l  Natural  gas  production  and  gath¬ 
ering  plant. 

Special  Instruction — Costs  Related  to 
Leases  Acquired  After  October  7,  1969.  *  •  • 
by  debiting  Account  404.1,  Amortization  and 
Depletion  of  Producing  Natural  Gas  Land 
and  Land  Rights.  *  *  • 

•  *  »  •  • 

380  [Amended] 

(10)  Delete  the  Note  following  item  12 
of  Account  380,  “Services.” 

(11)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Income  Accounts,”  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

Income  Chart  of  Accounts 

(12)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Retained  Earnings  Accounts,” 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Retained  Earnings  Chart  of  Accounts 

(13)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Operating  Revenue  Accounts,” 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Operating  Revenue  Chart  of  Accounts 

(14)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Operation  and  Maintenance  Ex¬ 
pense  Accounts,”  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

Operation  and  Maintenance  Expense  Chart  of 
Accounts 


PART  204— UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  AC¬ 
COUNTS  PRESCRIBED  FOR  NATURAL 
GAS  COMPANIES  SUBJECT  TO  THE 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  NATURAL  GAS 
ACT  (CLASS  C  AND  CLASS  D) 

(L)  Part  204 — Uniform  System  of  Ac¬ 
counts  for  Natural  Gas  Companies  (class 
C  and  class  D) ,  of  Subchapter  F,  Ac¬ 
counts,  Natural  Gas  Act,  Chapter  I,  Title 
18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows: 

(1)  The  title  of  Part  204  is  amended 
and  the  preface  section  is  amended  by 
deleting  the  entire  portion  entitled 
“Comparison  of  the  uniform  system  of 
accounts  prescribed  for  natural  gas  com¬ 
panies,  effective  Jan.  1,  1940,  with  the 
revised  system  of  accounts  effective  Jan. 
1.  1961.”  As  amended,  the  title  reads  as 
set  forth  above. 

(2)  In  the  title  of  Part  204  which  im¬ 
mediately  precedes  the  Definition  sec¬ 


tion,  the  parenthetical  reference,  “(Class 
C> ,”  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  ACCOUNTS  PRE¬ 
SCRIBED  FOR  NATURAL  GAS  COM¬ 
PANIES  SUBJECT  TO  THE  PROVISIONS 
OF  THE  NATURAL  GAS  ACT  (CLASS  C 
AND  CLASS  D) 

(3)  Paragraph  H  of  Gas  Plant  Instruc¬ 
tion  6.  “Land  and  Land  Rights."  is 
amended. 

(4)  The  title  of  Gas  Plant  Instruction 
9.  “Additions  and  Requirements  of  Gas 
Plant,”  is  amended  and  paragraph  F  by 
revising  the  title  of  Account  110,  “Ac¬ 
cumulated  Provision  for  Depreciation, 
Depletion  and  Amortization  of  Gas 
Plant,”  is  amended  to  read  “Accumu¬ 
lated  Provision  for  Depreciation,  Deple¬ 
tion  and  Amortization  of  Gas  Utility 
Plant.” 

As  amended,  the  General  Plant  In¬ 
struction  reads : 

Gas  Plant  Instructions 
***** 

6.  Land  and  Land  Rights. 

•  •  •  •  • 

H.  *  •  •  (See  account  403,  Deprecia¬ 
tion  and  Depletion  Expense,  and  account 
110,  Accumulated  Provision  for  Depre¬ 
ciation,  Depletion  and  Amortization  of 
Gas  Utility  Plant.  *  *  • 

***** 

9.  Additions  and  Retirements  of  Gas 
Plant. 

***** 

F.  The  book  cost  less  net  salvage  of  gas 
plant  retired  shall  be  charged  in  its  en¬ 
tirety  to  account  110,  Accumulated  Pro¬ 
vision  for  Depreciation,  Depletion  and 
Amortization  of  Gas  Utility  Plant.  Any 
amounts  which,  by  approval  or  order  of 
Commission,  are  charged  to  account  182, 
Extraordinary  Property  Losses,  shall  be 
credited  to  account  110,  Accumulated 
Provision  for  Depreciation,  Depletion 
Amortization  of  Gas  Utility  Plant. 
***** 

(5)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Balance  Sheet  Accounts,”  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Balance  Sheet  Chart  of  Accounts 

(6)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Gas  Plant  Accounts.”  is  amend¬ 
ed  to  read  as  follows: 

Gas  Plant  Chart  of  Accounts 

(7)  Delete  Note  to  Account  380, 
“Services.” 

<  8 )  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Income  Accounts,”  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

Income  Chart  of  Accounts 

(9)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Retained  Earnings  Accounts,” 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Retained  Earnings  Chart  of  Accounts 

(10)  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Operating  Revenue  Accounts,” 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Operating  Revenue  Chart  of  Accounts 

(11 )  The  title  of  the  chart  of  accounts 
for  the  “Operation  and  Maintenance 
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Expense  Accounts,”  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

Operation  and  Maintenance  Expense  Chart  of 
Accounts 


PART  260 — STATEMENTS  AND  REPORTS 
(SCHEDULES) 

(M)  Part  260 — Statements  and  Re¬ 
ports  (Schedules),  of  Subchapter  G — 
ADproved  Forms,  Natural  Gas  Act, 
Chapter  I.  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  Is  amended  as  follows: 

(1)  Paragraph  (c)  of  S  260.1  is 
amended  by: 

(a)  Revising  the  title  of  schedule 
“Statement  of  Earned  Sumlus  for  the 
Year — Statement  D"  to  read  "Statement 
of  Retained  Earnings  for  the  Year — 
Statement  D.” 

(b)  Revising  title  of  schedule  “Gas 
Stored  Underground”  to  read  “Gas 
Stored.” 

(c)  Revising  title  of  schedule  “Pre¬ 
paid  Gas  Purchases  Under  Purchase 
Agreements”  to  read  “Gas  Prepayments 
Under  Purchase  Agreements,”  and  relo¬ 
cating  schedule  to  immediately  follow 
“Extraordinary  Property  Losses.” 

(d)  Relocating  “Advances  for  Gas 
Prior  to  Initial  Deliveries  or  Commis¬ 
sion  Certification  (Accounts  124,  166, 
and  167).”  to  immediately  follow  “Gas 
Prepayments  Under  Purchase  Agree¬ 
ments.” 

(e)  Deleting  schedule  “Deferred  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Commission  Expenses.” 

ff)  Revising  title  of  schedule.  ‘‘Accrued 
and  Prepaid  Taxes,”  to  read  “Taxes  Ac¬ 
crued,  Prepaid  and  Charged  During 
Year.” 

(g)  Adding  schedule  titled  “Gain  or 
Loss  on  Disposition  of  Property,"  im¬ 
mediately  following  “Accumulated  De¬ 
ferred  Investment  Tax  Credits.” 

(h)  Adding  schedule  titled  “Extraor¬ 
dinary  Items,”  immediately  following 
“  Expenditures  for  Certain  Civic,  Political 
and  Related  Activities." 

(i)  Deleting  schedule  titled  “Taxes 
Charged  During  Year.” 

(j)  Adding  schedule  inadvertently  left 
out.  titled  “Production  Property  Held  for 
Future  Use.”  immediately  following  “Gas 
Plant  Held  for  Future  Use.” 

(k)  Revising  title  of  schedule  "Main 
Line  Industrial  Sales  of  Natural  Gas,”  to 
read  "Field  and  Main  Line  Industrial 
Sales  of  Natural  Gas.” 

(l)  Revising  title  of  schedule  “Under¬ 
ground  Gas  Storage,”  to  read  “Gas 
Storage.” 

As  amended,  this  portion  reads: 

§  260.1  Form  No.  2,  Annual  report  for 
natural  ga*  companies  (Class  A  and 
Class  B). 

•  •  •  •  * 

(c)  This  annual  report  contains  the 
following  schedules: 

•  •  •  •  • 

Notes  to  Statement  of  Income — Statement 
C  (Continued) . 

Statements  of  Retained  Earnings  for  the 
Year — Statement  D. 

•  •  •  •  • 


Materials  and  Supplies. 

Gas  Stored. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Extraordinary  Property  Losses. 

Gas  Prepayments  Under  Purchase  Agree¬ 
ments. 

Advances  for  Gas  Prior  to  Initial  Deliv¬ 
eries  or  Commission  Certification  (Accounts 
124.  166.  and  167). 

•  •  •  •  • 

Parables  to  Associated  Comoanles. 

Taxes  Accrued.  Prepaid  and  Charged  Dur¬ 
ing  Year 

•  •  •  •  • 

Accumulated  Deferred  Investment  Tax 
Credits. 

Gain  or  Loss  on  Disposition  of  Property 
•  •  •  •  • 

Expenditures  for  Certain  Civic.  Political 
and  Related  Activities. 

Extraordinary  Items. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Gas  Plant  Held  for  Future  Use. 

Production  Property  Held  for  Future  Use 
•  •  •  •  • 

Interruptible.  Off  Peak,  and  Firm  Sales 
to  Distribution  Svstem  Industrial  Customers. 
'  Field  and  Main  Line  Industrial  Sales  of 
Natural  Gas 

•  •  ,  •  •  • 

Field  and  Storage  Lines. 

Gas  Storage. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(2)  5  260.2,  paragraph  <c>  is  amended 
by  adding  schedules.  “Investment  Tax 
Credits — Generated  and  Utilized”  and 
“Accumulated  Deferred  Investment  Tax 
Credits,” 

As  amended,  this  portion  reads: 

§  260.2  Form  No.  2— A ;  Annual  report 
for  natural  gas  companies  (Class  C 
and  Class  D). 

•  *  *  •  * 

(c)  This  annual  report  contains  the 
following  schedules: 

•  •  *  *  * 

General  Information  Concerning  Plant 
and  Operations 

Investment  Tax  Credits — Generated  and 
Utilized. 

Accumulated  Deferred  Investment  Tax 
Credits 

•  ©  •  *  * 

<N>  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  notice  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-17263  Filed  6-16-77:8:45  am| 

Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRE¬ 
TARY.  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

[Docket  No.  R-77-350] 

PART  16— IMPLEMENTATION  OF  THE 
PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974  SPECIFIC 
EXEMPTIONS 

AGENCY :  Office  of  the  Secretary,  HUD. 
ACTION :  Interim  rule. 


SUMMARY :  The  Secretary  is  amending 
HUD's  Privacy  Act  Regulations  to  give 
the  public  notice  of  recently  adopted 
specific  exemotions  exercised  bv  the  De¬ 
partment.  The  Secretary  is  also  making 
a  minor  editorial  change  that  substi¬ 
tutes  the  term  “Privacy  Act  Officer”  for 
“Privacy  Officer”  wherever  it  appears  in 
Part  16.  This  change  conforms  to  the 
wording  of  the  Act. 

DATES:  Effective:  June  17.  1977.  Com¬ 
ments  due  no  later  than  July  18,  1977. 

ADDRESS:  Rules  Docket  Clerk.  Office  of 
the  Secretary.  Room  5218.  Department 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development.  451 
Seventh  Street.  SW„  Washington.  DC. 
20410. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
TACT: 

Mr.  Harold  Rosenthal,  Departmental 

Privacy  Act  Officer;  telephone  202- 

755-5192. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  amendment  exempts  records  con¬ 
tained  in  HUD  systems  of  records  identi¬ 
fied  in  this  rule  so  that  the  person  who 
is  a  subject  of  the  records  may  be  de¬ 
nied:  (1)  Access  to  the  records:  (2)  the 
(opportunity  to  correct  or  amend  the 
records;  and  <3)  an  accounting  of  non- 
HUD  sources  which  have  received  the 
records.  These  exemptions  have  been 
previously  adopted  as  part  of  the  Notice 
of  Systems  of  records  and  are  hereby 
being  incorporated  into  the  Department’s 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to  provide 
greater  visibility  to  the  public. 

The  specific  exemptions  provided  for 
by  5  U.S.C.  552a (k)  were  published  on 
August  28.  1975,  at  40  FR  39738  and 
adopted  on  October  8.  1975,  at  40  FR 
47435.  effective  September  27,  1975,  for 
the  following  systems  of  records:  (1)  In¬ 
vestigation  Files  in  the  Office  of  the  In¬ 
spector  General  (HUD'DEPT-24) ;  (2) 
Legal  Action  Files  (HUD/DEPT-25) : 
and  (3)  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registra¬ 
tion  Investigation  (HUD/OILSR-2) .  The 
Secretary  adopted  on  April  26,  1977,  at 
42  FR  21323  a  specific  exemption  under 
5  U.S.C.  552a(k><2>  in  an  amendment 
to  the  system  entitled  Equal  Opportunity 
Housing  Complaints  (HUD/DEPT-15) . 
This  amendment  incorporates  the  previ¬ 
ously  adopted  specific  exemptions  in  the 
Department’s  Privacy  Act  Regulations  at 
Section  16.15. 

The  Secretary  has  determined  that 
comment  and  public  procedure  prior  to 
adoption  of  this  Amendment  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  good  cause  exists  for  making 
this  amendment  effective  June  17,  1977, 
since  a  delay  in  adoption  of  this  rule 
could  result  in  disclosures  which  might 
seriously  interfere  with  the  Department’s 
ability  to  perform  its  functions.  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  invited  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  comments  on  or  before  July  18.  1977. 

A  Finding  of  Inapplicability  respecting 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969  has  been  made  in  accordance 
with  HUD  Handbook  1390.1.  A  copy  of 
this  Finding  of  Inapplicability  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  during 
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regular  business  hours  at  the  address  set 
forth  above. 

It  is  herebv  certified  that  the  economic 
and  inflationary  impacts  of  this  interim 
rule  have  been  carefully  evaluated  in 
accordance  with  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Accordingly,  Part  16  of  Subpart  A  of 
Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  as  follows : 

1.  Section  16.15  is  amended  to  read: 

§16.15  Specific  exemptions. 

Whenever  the  Secretary  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development  determines  it  to 
be  necessary  and  proper,  with  respect  to 
any  system  of  records  maintained  by  the 
Department,  to  exercise  the  right  to  pro¬ 
mulgate  rules  to  exempt  such  systems  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552a(k>,  each  specific  exemption, 
including  the  parts  of  each  svstem  to  be 
exempted,  the  provisions  of  the  Act  from 
which  they  are  exempted,  and  the  justi¬ 
fication  for  each  exemption  shall  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  as  part  of 
the  Department’s  Notice  of  Systems  of 
Records. 

(a)  Exempt  under  5  U.S.C.  552a(k)  (2) 
from  the  requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  552a 
(c)  (3) .  (d) .  (e)  (1) .  (e)  (4)  (G) ,  (H) ,  and 
(I),  and  (f).  This  exemption  allows  the 
Department  to  withhold  records  com¬ 
piled  for  law  enforcement  purposes.  The 
reasons  for  adopting  this  exemption  are 
to  prevent  individuals,  who  are  the  sub¬ 
jects  of  investigation,  from  frustrating 
the  investigatory  process,  to  ensure  the 
integrity  of  the  investigatory  process,  to 
ensure  the  integrity  of  law  enforcement 
activities,  to  prevent  disclosure  of  in¬ 
vestigative  techniques,  and  to  protect  the 
confidentiality  of  sources  of  information. 
The  names  of  systems  correspond  to 
those  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
as  part  of  the  Department’s  Notice  of 
Systems  of  Records. 

(1)  HUD/DEPT-15.  Equal  Opportunity 
Housing  Complaints. 

(2)  HUD/DEPT-24.  Investigation  Piles  In 
the  Office  of  the  Inspector  General. 

(S)  HUD/DEPT-25.  Legal  Action  Flies. 

(4)  HUD/OILSR-2.  Interstate  Land  Sales 
Registration  Investigation. 

(b)  Exempt  under  5  U.S.C.  552(k)(5) 
from  the  requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  552a 

(c)(3),  (d).  (e)(1),  (e)(4),  (G),  (H). 
and  (I),  and  (f).  This  exemption  allows 
the  Department  to  withhold  records 
compiled  solely  for  the  purpose  of  deter¬ 
mining  suitability,  eligibility,  or  qualifi¬ 
cations  for  Federal  civilian  employment. 
Federal  contracts,  or  access  to  classified 
material.  The  reasons  for  adopting  this 
exemption  are  to  insure  the  proper  func¬ 
tioning  of  the  investigatory  process,  to 
insure  effective  determination  of  suita¬ 
bility,  eligibility  and  qualification  for 
employment  and  to  protect  the  confiden¬ 
tiality  ofs  sources  of  information.  The 
names  of  systems  correspond  to  those 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  as 
part  of  the  Department’s  Notice  of  Sys¬ 
tems  of  Records. 

(1)  HUD/DEPT-24.  Investigation  Piles  In 
the  Office  of  the  Inspector  General. 

(2)  HUD/DEPT-25.  Legal  Action  Plies. 

(3)  HUD/OILSR-2 .  Interstate  Land  Sales 
Registration  Investigation. 
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2.  The  term  “Privacy  Officer”  is 
changed  to  read  “Privacy  Act  Officer” 
wherever  that  term  appears  in  Sections 
16.2,  16.3,  16.4,  16  5,  16.6,  16.8.  16.9,  16.10, 
16.11,  16.12,  and  Appendix  A. 

(5  U.S.C.  552a;  sec.  7(d) .  Department  of  HUD 
Act  (42  US.C.  3535(d)).) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  13, 
1977. 

Patricia  Roberts  Harris, 
Secretary  of  Housing  and 

Urban  Development. 

| PR  Doc.77-17262  Plied  6-15-77:8:45  am  | 

Title  33— Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  II— COAST  GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[CGD  77-O20| 

PART  110— ANCHORAGE  REGULATIONS 

Administrative  Change;  Captain  of  the  Port, 
Southeast  Alaska 

AGENCY :  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  These  amendments  to  the 
anchorage  regulations  rename  the  Cap¬ 
tain  of  the  Port,  Ketchikan,  Alaska,  as 
Captain  of  the  Port,  Southeast  Alaska. 
These  amendments  bring  this  section  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  into 
agreement  with  a  previous  administra¬ 
tive  change. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  These  amendments 
are  effective  on  June  16, 1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Captain  George  K.  Greiner.  Marine 
Safety  Council,  <  G-CMC/81),  Room 
8117,  Department  of  Transportation, 
Nassif  Building,  400  Seventh  Street, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590  (202- 
426-1477). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Since  these  amendments  are  matters  re¬ 
lating  to  agency  organization,  they  are 
exempt  from  the  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  requirements  in  5  U.S.C. 
553(b)(3)(A)  and  since  these  amend¬ 
ments  are  not  substantive,  they  may  be 
made  effective  in  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  un¬ 
der  5  U.S.C.  553(d)(2). 

Drafting  Information 
The  principal  persons  involved  in  the 
drafting  of  this  rule  are:  Ensign  George 
W.  Molessa,  Jr.,  Project  Manager,  Office 
of  Marine  Environment  and  Systems, 
and  Lieutenant  William  Kerivan,  Project 
Attorney,  Office  of  Chief  Counsel. 
Discussion  of  Regulation 
The  Captain  of  the  Port,  Ketchikan, 
Alaska,  was  previously  renamed  as  the 
Captain  of  the  Port,  Southeast  Alaska. 
To  reflect  that  change  the  Coast  Guard 
is  taking  this  action  in  updating  the  an¬ 
chorage  regulations. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
110  of  Title  33,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  is  amended  as  follows : 
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§  110.232  [Amended] 

1.  In  §  110.232(b)(2),  by  striking  the 
words  “Captain  of  the  Port.  Ketchikan. 
Alaska”,  and  inserting  the  words  “Cap¬ 
tain  of  the  Port,  Southeast  Alaska”  in 
place  thereof. 

2.  In  1  110.232(b)(4),  by  striking  the 
words  “Captain  of  the  Port,  Ketchikan, 
Alaska”,  and  inserting  the  words  “Cap¬ 
tain  of  the  Port,  Southeast  Alaska”,  in 
place  thereof. 

(33  US.C.  471;  49  UJ3.C.  1655(g)(1);  49  CFR 
146(C).) 

Dated:  June  10,  1977. 

O.  W.  Siler, 
Admiral,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Commandant. 

|  FR  Doc  77-17218  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am| 

|  CGD  76-41) 

PART  110 — ANCHORAGE  REGULATIONS 

Disestablishment  of  Anchorage  H-2 
(Explosives),  Hampton  Roads,  Virginia 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  U.S.  Navy  has  advised 
the  Coast  Guard  that  Explosives  Anchor¬ 
age  H-2  located  in  Hampton  Roads. 
Virginia  has  not  been  used  for  the  past 
four  years  and  has  recommended  that 
the  anchorage  be  disestablished.  The 
Coast  Guard  concurs  with  this  recom¬ 
mendation  and  this  amendment  dises¬ 
tablishes  this  anchorage. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE :  This  amendment  is 
effective  on  June  16,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Captain  George  K.  Greiner,  Marine 
Safety  Council  (G-CMC/81),  Room 
8117,  Department  of  Transportation. 
Nassif  Building,  400  Seventh  Street, 
S.W.,  Washington.  DC,  20590,  202- 
426-1477. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  Explosives  Anchorage  was  estab¬ 
lished  at  the  request  of  the  U.S.  Navy 
to  service  Naval  vessels.  Since  U.S.  Naval 
vessels  were  the  only  vessels  authorized 
to  use  this  anchorage,  the  Coast  Guard 
has  determined  that  it  is  unnecessary  to 
go  through  the  rulemaking  requirements 
under  5  U.S.C.  553,  and  it  may  be  made 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  rule  are:  LCDR  H.  E. 
Snow,  Project  Manager,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems,  and  Mr.  S.  D. 
Jackson,  Project  Attorney,  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel. 

§110.168  [Amended] 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Title 
33  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  by  revoking  §  110.168(a)  (6-a). 


16,  1977 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


30619 


(Sec.  7.  38  Stat.  1053,  as  amended  (33  U.S.C. 
471)  Sec.  6(g)(1)(a).  80  Stat.  937  (49  U.S.C. 
1655  (g)(1)(a);  49  CFR  1.46(c)(1)).) 

Dated:  June  10. 1977. 

O.  W.  Siler. 
Admiral,  UJi.  Coast 
Guard  Commandant. 
[FR  Doc.77-17219  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 


Title  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  7— AGENCY  FOR  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  DEVELOPMENT,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  STATE 

|  AIDPR  Notice  77-4) 

PART  7-30— CONTRACT  FINANCING 

Procurement  Regulations;  Miscellaneous 
Amendments 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-2314  appearing  at  page 
4841  in  the  issue  for  Wednesday,  Janu¬ 
ary  26,  1977,  in  Appendix  G,  on  page 
4844,  in  the  first  column,  in  paragraph 
“(4)  Procedures,”  the  sixth  line  should 
read :  “tive,  reviews  the  contract  records 
to  identify". 

Title  46 — Shipping 

CHAPTER  III— COAST  GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[COD  77-045] 

PART  401— GREAT  LAKES  PIL6TAGE 
REGULATIONS 

Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Rates 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  to  the 
Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Regulations  in¬ 
creases  pilotage  rates  by  15  percent  in 
Districts  1  and  3.  and  by  19  percent  in 
the  Welland  Canal.  This  amendment  is 
necessary  in  order  to  increase  U  S.  pilot 
compensation  which  presently  does  not 
meet  U.S.  target  pilot  compensation 
levels.  It  also  has  the  effect  of  increasing 
the  amount  a  vessel  pays  for  the  services 
of  U.S.  registered  pilots. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE :  This  amendment  is 
effective  on  June  22, 1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Captain  George  K.  Greiner,  Marine 
Safety  Council  (G-CMC/81),  Room 
8117,  Department  of  Transportation. 
Nassif  Building,  400  Seventh  Street, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590,  202- 
426-1477. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  April  18,  1977,  the  Coast  Guard  pub¬ 
lished  a  proposed  rule  in  the  Federal 
Register  (42  FR  201 62  >  concerning  this 
amendment.  Interested  persons  were 
given  until  May  18,  1977,  to  submit  com¬ 
ments.  Five  comments  were  received. 

This  rule  is  effective  in  less  than  30 
days  from  publication  in  order  to  have 
the  effective  date  of  this  rule  coincide 
with  the  effective  date  of  the  Canadian 
rule  thus  allowing  both  countries  to 
maintain  identical  rates  for  the  same 


pilotage  services  provided  by  U.S.  and 
Canadian  pilots. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  rule  are:  John  J.  Hartke. 
Ill,  Project  Manager.  Office  of  Merchant 
Marine  Safety,  and  Stephen  D.  Jackson. 
Project  Attorney.  Office  of  the  Chief 
Coifnsel. 

Discussion  or  Major  Comments 

Four  comments  stated  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increase  was  not  sufficient  to 
make  pilot  compensation  comparable  to 
the  pilot’s  licensed  counterparts  on  the 
Great  Lakes.  The  District  2  Fhlot  Associa¬ 
tion  commented  that  the  rates  in  the 
area  serviced  by  the  U.S.  District  2  pilots 
should  be  increased  across  the  board. 

In  the  development  of  the  proposed 
rate  increase  a  number  of  factors  were 
taken  into  consideration,  including :  pro¬ 
jecting  the  volume  of  ocean  vessel  traffic, 
determination  of  the  number  of  pilots 
required  to  service  the  expected  traffic 
based  on  existing  pilot  workload  stand¬ 
ards  (1.000  hours  per  pilot  per  season  in 
designated  waters  and  2,000  hours  per 
pilot  per  season  in  undesignated  waters) . 
anticipated  operating  costs  of  the  pilot 
associations,  and  the  determination  of 
target  pilot  compensation.  Because  the 
area  of  compensation  is  by  its  nature 
somewhat  imprecise,  we  first  obtained 
data  from  the  U.S.  Maritime  Adminis¬ 
tration  regarding  current  compensation 
levels  for  Masters  and  Chief  Mates  on 
U.S.  Great  Lakes  vessels.  We  then  con¬ 
ducted  further  research  to  ensure  reason¬ 
able  figures.  We  are  satisfied  that  the 
figures  used  for  target  pilot  compensa¬ 
tion  are  fair. 

Using  the  same  rate  development 
methodology  as  in  prior  years  and  apply¬ 
ing  that  methodology  consistently  in  all 
3  districts  throughout  the  system,  the 
rate  increase  as  proposed  should  produce 
pilot  compensation  comparability  with 
the  pilots'  licensed  counterparts  on  U.S. 
Great  Lakes  vessels  and  should  enable 
the  U.S.  pilotage  system  to  be  self- 
supporting. 

The  Welland  Canal  is  situated  entirely 
within  Canada  and  U.S.  pilots  are  pres¬ 
ently  not  providing  services  there.  Can¬ 
ada  is  withdrawing  the  proposed  dock/ 
undock  charge  and  accordingly,  we  are 
not  adopting  the  dock/undock  charge  in 
the  Welland  Canal  and  we  are  deleting 
(iii)  in  §  401.405(b)(1). 

The  comments  received  have  been  con¬ 
sidered.  and  the  proposed  rate  changes  in 
Part  401  of  Title  46  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  with  the  exception  of 
the  one  change  as  indicated,  are  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  are  set  forth 
below. 

Note. — The  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  this  document  does  not  contain  a  major 
proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an  Eco¬ 
nomic  Impact  Statement  under  Executive 
Order  11821.  as  amended,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Dated:  June  10. 1977. 

O.  W.  Siler, 
Admiral,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Commandant. 


Part  401  of  Title  46  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  By  revising  j!  401.405  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  401.405  Basic  rates  and  charges  on 
designated  waters. 

Except  as  provided  under  $401,420,  the 
following  basic  rates  shall  be  payable 
for  all  services  and  assignments  per¬ 
formed  by  U.S.  Registered  Pilots  in  the 
areas  described  in  §  401.300: 

(a)  District  1: 

(1)  For  passage  through  the  District 
or  any  part  thereof,  $5  for  each  statute 
mile,  plus  $68  for  each  lock  transited, 
but  with  a  minimum  basic  rate  of  $151 
and  a  maximum  basic  rate  for  a  through 
trip  of  $664. 

(2)  For  a  movage  in  any  harbor,  $227. 

(b)  District  2: 

(1)  Passage  through  the  Welland 
Canal  or  any  part  thereof.  $19  for  each 
statute  mile,  plus  $70  for  each  lock 
transited  but  with  a  minimum  basic  rate 
of  $235  and  a  maximum  basic  rate  for 
a  through  trip  of  $866.  When  U.S.  pilots 
are  changed  at  Lock  7  on  a  through  trip, 
the  basic  rates  are  apportioned  as 
follows: 

(1)  Between  northerly  limits  and  Lock 
7,  $433. 

(li)  Between  Lock  7  and  southerly 
limits,  $433. 

(2)  Southeast  Shoal  to  Toledo  or  any 
point  on  Lake  Erie  west  of  Southeast 
Shoal,  $335. 

<3)  Between  points  on  Lake  Erie  west 
of  Southeast  Shoal.  $198. 

(4)  Southeast  Shoal  to  Port  Huron 
Change  Point  or  any  point  on  the  St. 
Clair  River  when  pilots  are  not  changed 
at  Detroit  Pilot  Boat.  $584. 

(5)  Southeast  Shoal  to  Detroit/ Wind¬ 
sor  or  any  point  on  the  Detroit  River, 
$335. 

(6)  Southeast  Shoal  to  Detroit  Pilot 
Boat.  $243. 

(7)  Toledo  or  any  point  on  Lake  Erie 
west  of  Southeast  Shoal  and  Port  Huron 
Change  Point,  when  pilots  are  not 
changed  at  Detroit  Pilot  Boat,  $676. 

(8)  Toledo  or  any  point  on  Lake  Erie 
west  of  Southeast  Shoal  and  Detroit/ 
Windsor  or  any  point  on  the  Detroit 
River.  $435. 

(9)  Toledo  or  any  point  on  Lake  Erie 
west  of  Southeast  Shoal  and  the  Detroit 
Pilot  Boat.  $335. 

(10)  Detroit/Windsor  or  any  point  on 
the  Detroit  River  and  between  points  on 
the  Detroit  River.  $198. 

(11)  Detroit/Windsor  or  any  point  on 
.the  Detroit  River  to  Port  Huron  Change 
Point  or  any  point  on  the  St.  Clair  River, 
$440. 

(12)  Detroit  Pilot  Boat  to  any  point 
on  the  St.  Clair  River,  $440. 

(13)  Detroit  Pilot  Boat  to  Port  Huron 
Change  Point,  $341. 

(14)  Between  points  on  the  St.  Clair 
River.  $198. 

(15)  Port  Huron  Change  Point  to  any 
point  on  the  St.  Clair  River,  $243. 

(c)  District  3: 

(1)  Between  the  southemly  limit  of 
the  District  and  the  northerly  limit  of 
the  District  or  the  Algoma  Steel  Corpo- 
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ration  Wharf  at  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  On¬ 
tario,  $604. 

(2)  Between  the  southerly  limit  of 
the  District  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  On¬ 
tario  or  any  point  in  Sault  Ste.  Marie. 
Ontario  other  than  the  Algoma  Steel 
Corporation  Wharf,  $506. 

(3)  Between  the  northerly  limit  of  the 
District  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Ontario, 
including  the  Algoma  Steel  Corporation 
Wharf,  or  Sault  Ste.  Marie.  Michigan. 
$227. 

(4)  For  a  movage  in  any  harbor,  $227. 

2.  By  revising  §  401.410  to  read  as  fol¬ 
low's: 

§  401.410  Basic  rates  and  charges  on  un¬ 
designated  waters. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  under  S  401.420 
and  subject  to  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section,  the  basic  rates  to  be  paid  by  a 
ship  that  has  a  U.S.  registered  pilot  on 
board  in  the  undesignated  waters  shall 
be: 

In  Lake  Ontario,  $121. 

In  Lake  Erie,  $158. 

In  Lakes  Huron,  Michigan  and  Supe¬ 
rior,  $121. 

for  each  6  hour  period  or  part  thereof 
that  the  U.S.  pilot  is  on  board,  plus  $115 
for  each  time  the  U.S.  pilot  performs  the 
docking  or  undocking  of  the  ship. 

*  •  •  •  • 

3.  By  revising  §  401.420  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  40 1 .420  Cancellation,  delay  or  inter¬ 
ruption  in  rendition  of  services. 

(a)  When,  in  designated  or  un¬ 
designated  waters,  the  passage  of  a  ship 
is  interrupted  for  the  purpose  of  loading 
or  discharging  cargo  or  for  any  reason 
and  the  services  of  the  U.S.  pilot  are 
retained  during  the  interruption  or  when 
a  U.S.  pilot  is  detained  on  board  a  ship 
after  the  end  of  an  assignment  for  the 
convenience  of  the  ship,  the  ship  shall 
pay  an  additional  charge  calculated  on 
a  basic  rate  of  $19  for  each  hour  or  part 
of  an  hour  during  which  each  interrup¬ 
tion  lasts  with  a  miximum  basic  rate 
of  $302.00  for  each  24  hour  period  during 
which  the  interruption  continues.  How¬ 
ever.  there  is  no  charge  for  any  inter¬ 
ruption  caused  by  ice,  weather,  or  traffic, 
except  during  the  period  beginning  the 
1st  of  December  and  ending  on  the  8th 
of  the  following  April.  Additionally,  no 
charge  shall  be  made  for  any  interrup¬ 
tion  if  the  total  interruption  ends  during 
the  6  hour  period  for  which  a  charge  has 
been  made  under  §  401.410. 


(b>  When,  in  designated  or  undes¬ 
ignated  waters,  the  departure  or  movage 
of  a  ship  for  which  a  U.S.  pilot  has 
been  ordered  is  delayed  for  the  conven¬ 
ience  of  the  ship  for  more  than  one  hour 
after  the  U.S.  pilot  reports  for  duty 
at  the  designated  boarding  point  or  after 
the  time  for  which  he  is  ordered,  which¬ 
ever  is  later,  the  ship  shall  pay  an  addi¬ 
tional  charge  calculated  on  a  basic  rate 
of  $19  for  each  hour  or  part  of  an  hour 
after  the  first  hour  of  the  delay,  with 
a  maximum  basic  rate  of  $302  for  each 
24  hour  period  of  the  delay. 

(c>  When,  in  designated  or  undes¬ 
ignated  waters,  a  U.S.  pilot  reports  for 
duty  as  ordered  and  the  order  is  can¬ 
celled.  the  ship  shall  pay : 

(1)  A  cancellation  charge  calculated 
on  a  basic  rate  of  $114. 

(2)  If  the  cancellation  is  more  than 
one  hour  after  the  U.S.  pilot  reports 
for  duty  at  the  designated  boarding 
point  or  after  the  time  for  which  he 
is  ordered,  whichever  is  the  later,  a 
further  charge  calculated  on  a  basic  rate 
of  $19  for  each  hour  or  part  o i  an  hour 
after  the  first  hour,  with  a  maximum 
basic  rate  of  $302  for  each  24  hour 
period. 

4.  By  revising  §  401.428  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  401.428  Basir  rales  and  charges  for 
carrying  a  U.S.  pilot  beyond  normal 
change  point. 

If  a  U.S.  pilot  is  carried  beyond  his 
normal  change  point  or  is  unable  to 
board  at  his  normal  boarding  place,  the 
U.S.  pilot  shall  be  paid  at  the  rate  of 
$115  per  day  or  part  thereof,  plus  rea¬ 
sonable  travel  expenses  to  or  from  his 
base.  These  charges  are  not  applicable 
if  the  ship  utilizes  the  services  of  the 
U.S.  pilot  beyond  his  normal  change 
point  and  the  ship  is  billed  for  those 
services.  The  change  points  to  which 
this  section  applies  are  designated  in 
S  401.450. 

(Sec.  4  and  sec.  5.  74  Stat.  260  (  46  U.S.C.  216b, 
216c);  sec.  6(a)  (4),  80  Stat.  037,  as  amended 
(49  0S.C.  1655(a)(4);  49  CFR  1.46(a)).) 

[PR  Doc.77-17220  Piled  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  V— NATIONAL  HIGHWAY 
TRAFFIC  SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION 

(Docket  No.  77-02;  Notice  2] 

PART  571— FEDERAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE 
SAFETY  STANDARDS 

New  Pneumatic  Tires  for  Passenger  Cars 

AGENCY :  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  amendment  adds  cer¬ 
tain  tire  size  designations  to  Standard 
No.  109,  New  Pneumatic  Tires — Passen¬ 
ger  Cars.  This  addition  is  made  pursu¬ 
ant  to  a  request  from  the  European  Tyre 
and  Rim  Technical  Organisation  to  per¬ 
mit  the  production  of  tires  with  the  spec- 
cified  designations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  11,  1977.  if  ob¬ 
jections  are  not  received. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

John  Diehl.  Office  of  Crash  Avoidance. 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs,  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administra¬ 
tion,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW..  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20590,  202-426-1715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
According  to  agency  practice,  regular 
amendments  are  published  modifying 
the  Appendix  of  Standard  No.  109. 
Guidelines  were  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  October  5,  1968  (33  FR 
14964),  and  amended  August  31,  1974  (39 
FR  28980),  speciflying  procedures  by 
which  routine  additions  could  be  made 
effective  30  days  from  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  if  no  objections  are  re¬ 
ceived.  If  objections  are  received,  rule- 
making  procedures  for  the  issuance  of 
motor  vehicle  safety  standards  (49  CFR 
Part  553)  are  followed. 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  John  Diehl.  Office  of  Crash 
Avoidance,  and  Roger  Tilton.  Office  of 
Chief  Counsel. 

Accordingly.  Appendix  A  of  49  CFR 
§  571.109  is  amended  subject  to  the  30 
day  provision  indicated  above,  as  speci¬ 
fied  below. 

§  571.109  [Amended] 

Amendment  requested  by  European 
Tyre  and  Rim  Technical  Organisation: 

In  Table  I-MM  of  Appendix  A,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  new  tire  size  designation  and  cor¬ 
responding  values  are  added. 


Table  I-MM- 

—Tire  load  rating s,  test  rims,  minimum 

size  faetors.  and  seetion  icidths  for  "65"  series  radial  ply  tires 

Tire  site 1  designation 

Maximum  tire  loads  (pounds),  at  various  cold  inflation  pressures  (pounds  per  square  inch) 

Test  rim  Minimum 

Section 

16  18  20  22  24  26 

28  30  32  34  36  38 

40 

(inches)  (inches) 

(inches) 

185/65  R 14 . 

.  750  800  845  800  935  980 

1,020  1,060  1,100  1,140  1,175  1,210 

1,245 

5  30. 19 

7.* 

1  The  letters  “  H,"  “8”  or  “V”  may  be  included  in  any  specified  tire  site  designation 
adjacent  to  the  letter  “  R.” 


J  Actual  section  width  and  overall  width  shall  not  exceed  the  specified  section  width 
by  more  than  7  pet. 


(Secs.  103,  119,  201,  and  202.  Pub.  L.  89-563.  80  Stat.  718  (15  U.S.C.  1392.  1407,  1421,  and  1422);  delegations  of  authority  at  49  CFR  1.50 
and  49  CFR  501.8.) 


Issued  on  June  3, 1977. 


[FR  Doc  77-16926  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am) 
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Title  50 — Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  FISH  AND 
WILDLIFE  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
THE  INTERIOR 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Opening  of  the  Red  Rock  Lakes  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Montana  to  Hunting 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  In¬ 
terior. 

ACTION:  Special  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  The  Director  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  opening  to  hunting  of  the 
Red  Rock  Lakes  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
is  compatible  with  the  objectives  for 
which  the  area  was  established,  will  uti¬ 
lize  a  renewable  natural  resource  and 
will  provide  additional  recreational  op¬ 
portunity  to  the  public. 

DATES:  Hunting  season  from  September 
15,  1977  through  December  31,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Refuge  Manager,  Red  Rock  Lakes  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Monida  Star 
Route.  Box  15.  Lima,  Montana  59739: 
phone  406-276-3347  or  Area  Manager, 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building.  316  North  26th  Street, 
Billings.  Montana  59101;  phone  406- 
234-4608. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

§32.12  Special  regulations:  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Migratory  game  bird  hunting  is  per¬ 
mitted  on  the  Red  Rock  Lakes  National 
Wildlife  Refuge.  Montana,  only  on  areas 
designated  by  signs  as  being  open  to  mi¬ 
gratory  game  bird  hunting.  This  area 
comprises  approximately  10,000  acres. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Big  game  hunting  is  permitted  on  the 
Red’  Rock  Lakes  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge.  Montana,  only  on  the  areas  desig¬ 
nated  by  signs  as  being  open  to  big  game 
hunting.  These  areas  comprise  approxi¬ 
mately  20,000  acres. 

Hunting  areas  are  delineated  on  maps 
available  at  the  refuge  headquarters  and 
from  the  office  of  the  Area  Manager,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing.  316  North  26th  Street,  Billings, 
Montana  59101.  Hunting  shall  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State 
regulations. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regula¬ 
tions  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32. 
The  public  is  invited  to  offer  suggestions 
and  comments  at  any  time. 

Note:  The  US.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
has  determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement  under 
Executive  Order  11949  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

E.  D.  Stroops, 
Refuge  Manager,  Red  Rock 
Lakes  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

June  6,  1977. 

|FR  Doc.77-17251  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  em| 
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PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Opening  of  Browns  Park  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Colorado,  to  Sport  Fishing 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
<  FWS 1 ,  Interior. 

ACTION:  Special  regulation. 

SUMMARY :  The  Director  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  opening  to  sport  fishing 
of  Browns  Park  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
is  compatible  with  the  objectives  for 
which  the  area  was  established,  will  uti¬ 
lize  a  renewable  natural  resource,  and 
will  provide  additional  recreational  op¬ 
portunity  to  the  public. 

DATES:  January  1  through  February  28, 
1977,  inclusive,  and  June  16  through 
December  31,  1977,  inclusive. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT. 

Refuge  Manager,  Browns  Park  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Greystone 
Route.  Maybell,  Colorado  81640.  tele¬ 
phone:  303-365-3695. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

§  33.3  Special  regulations :  sport  fish¬ 
ing;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Sport  fishing  is  permitted  on  the 
Browns  Park  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Colorado,  only  on  the  areas  designated 
by  signs  as  being  open  to  fishing.  These 
ooen  areas.  Beaver  Creek  and  the  Green 
River,  comprise  1,000  acres.  Information 
mav  be  obtained  from  the  refuge  office 
and  from  the  office  of  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
10597  West  6th  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  25486. 
Denver,  Colorado  80215.  Sport  fishing 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  regulations. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  33.  The 
public  is  invited  to  offer  suggestions  and 
comments  at  any  time. 

Note:  The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
has  determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement  un¬ 
der  Executive  Order  11949  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Herbert  G.  Troester, 
Refuge  Manager,  Browns  Park 
National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Maybell,  Colorado. 

June  7.  1977. 

|FR  Doc.77-17272  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  ami 

PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Opening  of  Ouray  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Utah,  to  Sport  Fishing 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION :  Special  Regulation. 
SUMMARY :  The  Director  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  opening  to  sport  Ashing 
of  Ouray  National  Wildlife  Refuge  is 
compatible  with  the  objectives  for  which 
the  area  was  established,  will  ultlize  a 
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renewable  natural  resource,  and  will  pro¬ 
vide  additional  recreational  opportunity 
to  the  public. 

DATES:  January  1  through  December  31, 
1977,  inclusive. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Refuge  Manager.  Ouray  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  447  East  Main  Street, 
Suite  4.  Vernal,  Utah  84078,  tele¬ 
phone:  801-789-0351. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

§  33.3  Special  regulations:  sport  fish¬ 
ing;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Sport  Ashing  on  the  Ouray  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Utah,  is  permitted  in 
the  Green  River  only.  The  Green  River 
comprises  360  acres  within  the  refuge. 
Information  may  be  obtained  from  the 
refuge  office  and  from  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Director.  U.S.  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service,  10597  West  6th  Avenue,  P.O. 
Box  25486.  Denver,  Colorado  80215.  Sport 
Ashing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  Ashing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  33.  The 
public  is  invited  to  offer  suggestions  and 
comments  at  any  time. 

Note:  The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
has  determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement  under 
Executive  Order  11949  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Herbert  G.  Troester, 
Refuge  Manager,  Ouray  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Vernal, 
Utah. 

June  7,  1977. 

|  FR  Doc  77-17273  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am| 

CHAPTER  II — NATIONAL  MARINE  FISH¬ 
ERIES  SERVICE.  NATIONAL  OCEANIC 
AND  ATMOSPHERIC  ADMINISTRATION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
SUBCHAPTER  F— AID  TO  FISHERIES 

PART  25S— FISHERMEN’S  PROTECTIVE 
ACT  PROCEDURES 

Provision  for  Fees 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  (NOAA) ,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Amendment  of  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  Section  7  of  the  Fisher¬ 
men’s  Protective  Act,  as  amended  (22 
U.S.C.  1971-1977),  authorizes,  among 
other  things,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
to  establish  by  regulation  fees  which 
shall  be  paid  by  the  owners  of  vessels 
entering  into  Guarantee  Agreements  un¬ 
der  Section  7  of  the  Act.  These  fees 
established  annually  are  credited  to  the 
Fishermen’s  Guarantee  Fund  and  used 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  Section 
7  of  the  Act.  This  amendment  establishes 
fees  for  the  period  from  July  1  to  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1977. 

16,  1977 
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EFFECTIVE  DATE :  June  16,  1977. 

ADDRESS :  Financial  Assistance  Divi¬ 
sion.  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
Washington,  D.C.  20235. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Michael  L.  Grable,  Chief.  Financial  As¬ 
sistance  Division,  National  Marine 

Fisheries  Service.  Washington,  D.C. 

20235,  202-634-7496. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Section  7  of  the  Act  guarantees  to  the 
owners  of  vessels  entering  into  Guaran¬ 
tee  Agreements  payment  of  certain  costs 
and  losses  resulting  from  (1)  the  seizure 
of  a  vessel  of  the  United  States  by  a 
foreign  country  on  the  basis  of  rights  or 
claims  in  territorial  waters  or  the  hieh 
seas  which  are  not  recognized  by  the 
United  States  or  (2)  if  recognized  by  the 
United  States,  (a)  are  unrelated  to 
fishery  conservation  and  management, 
(b)  fail  to  consider  traditional  fishing 
practices  of  U.S.  vessels,  (c)  are  more 
onerous  than  those  which  the  United 
States  applies  to  foreign  fishing  vessels 
in  U.S.  fishery  conservation  zone,  (d)  fail 
to  allow  U.S.  fishing  vessels  equitable 
access  to  such  country’s  fishery  conserva¬ 
tion  zone. 

Regulations  governing  administration 
of  section  7  of  the  Act,  Fishermen’s  Pro¬ 
tective  Act  Procedures  (50  CFR  Part 
258),  have  annually  established  fees 
based  on  anticipated  claims  projected 
from  prior  experience.  The  purpose  of 
the  following  amendment  to  §  258.5  of 
Fishermen’s  Protective  Act  Procedures  is 
to  establish  fees  for  the  period  beginning 
July  1,  1977,  and  terminating  on  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1977.  This  amendment  is  needed 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  Section  7  of 
the  Act  (22  U.S.C.  1971-1977) ,  which  will 
terminate  on  September  30,  1977,  unless 
extended  by  legislation. 

Due  to  the  reserve  in  the  fund,  the  per¬ 
centage  of  past  claims  paid  by  the  in¬ 
dustry,  and  the  fact  that  the  tuna  fleet 
(the  principal  users  of  the  fund)  did  not 
fish  for  approximately  three  months  of 
the  last  agreement  year,  provisions  are 
made  that  if  no  seizures  occur  during 
this  agreement  period  the  fees  will  be  re¬ 
funded  if  the  Fishermen’s  Protective  Act 
is  not  extended  or  will  be  applied  against 
fees  for  the  following  year  ending  Sep¬ 
tember  30.  1978  if  it  is  extended. 

All  parties  holding  Guarantee  Agree¬ 
ments  for  the  present  agreement  year 
(July  1,  1976,  through  June  30,  1977), 
who  wish  them  extended  through  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1977,  by  amendment  to  such 
Agreement,  rather  than  entering  into  an 
entirely  new  Agreement,  must  submit 
their  fees  in  accordance  with  5  258.5(b) 
of  the  following  amendment.  Failure  to 
do  so  will  result  in  termination  of  those 
Agreements. 

This  amendment  relates  to  matters 
w’hich  are  exempt  from  the  rulemaking 
requirements  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedures  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553).  In  addition 
the  amendment  makes  no  substantive 
change  in  the  program’s  conduct. 

Section  258.5  of  Fishermen’s  Protective 
Act  procedures  (50  CFR  Part  258)  is 


hereby  amended  by  revising  §  258.5  as 
follows : 

§  258.5  Fees. 

( a  >  The  fees  are  established  to  provide 
for  payment  of  the  administrative  costs 
and  a  minimum  of  at  least  25  percent  of 
the  estimated  claims  to  be  paid  from  the 
fund.  They  are  set  on  the  basis  of  antici¬ 
pated  losses  and  prior  experience.  In 
order  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
Act.  the  fees  may  be  adjusted  from  time- 
to-time  by  amendment  to  this  part  at 
any  time,  after  appropriate  notice,  to  be¬ 
come  consistent  with  claims  greater  or 
lesser  than  estimated  or  in  the  event  the 
Fishermen’s  Guarantee  Fund  is  reim¬ 
bursed  under  Section  5  of  the  Act. 

(b) (1)  Fees  to  be  paid  by  applicants 
for,  or  holders  of.  Guarantee  Agreements 
executed  (by  amendment  or  otherwise) 
for  the  period  terminating  September  30, 
1977,  shall  be  as  follows:  for  vessels  500 
gross  tons  or  under,  $60  plus  $0.45  per 
gross  ton;  for  vessels  over  500  gross  tons. 
$60  plus  $0,625  per  gross  ton.  All  tonnage 
shall  be  as  listed  on  each  vessel’s  docu¬ 
ment.  Fractions  of  a  ton  shall  not  be  in¬ 
cluded. 

(2)  Athough  fees  are  due  on  July  1, 
1977,  all  parties  holding  Guarantee 
Agreements  (by  amendment  or  other¬ 
wise)  for  the  period  terminating  June  30, 
1977,  shall  have  until  August  1.  1977 
(midnight  local  time) ,  to  pay  the  fees  es¬ 
tablished  herein.  Failure  to  do  so  will  re¬ 
sult  in  the  necessity  of  entering  into  an¬ 
other  Guarantee  Agreement  which  will 
be  effective  only  from  the  date  actually 
executed. 

(c)  No  return  of  a  fee  or  portion  of  a 
fee  will  be  made  after  a  Guarantee 
Agreement  is  executed  by  the  Secretary 
except: 

(1)  That  if  no  claims  are  filed  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  seizures  occurring  between  July  1, 
1977,  and  September  30,  1977,  and  the 
Act  is  not  extended,  fees  paid  under  Sec¬ 
tion  (b)(1)  above  will  be  refunded: 

(2)  That  if  no  claims  are  filed  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  seizures  occurring  between  July  1, 
1977,  and  September  30,  1977,  and  the 
Act  is  extended,  fees  paid  under  para¬ 
graph  (b)(1)  of  this  section  will  be  ap¬ 
plied  against  the  fee  for  extension  of 
Agreements  through  September  30,  1978. 

Failure  to  submit  fees  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  or  failure 
to  pay  any  increased  fees  within  30  days 
of  adjustment  shall  constitute  a  basis 
for  termination  of  the  Guarantee 
Agreement. 

(d>  A  Guarantee  Agreement  may. 
with  the  consent  of  the  Secretary,  be  as¬ 
signed  to  a  new  owner  of  a  vessel  if  the 
ownership  of  the  vessel  is  transferred 
during  the  period  in  which  the  agree¬ 
ment  is  in  force. 

By  order  of  the  Director,  National  Ma¬ 
rine  Fisheries  Service. 

Dated:  June  13,  1977. 

Robert  W.  Schoning, 
Director.  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

|FR  Doc.77-17279  Filed  6-15-77;  8. 45  am| 


Title  47 — Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 
[Docket  No.  21022;  RM-2722| 

PART  73 — RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Mechanicsville, 
Virginia;  Changes  Made  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

AGENCY :  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION :  Report  and  order. 

SUMMARY:  Action  taken  assigning  a 
first  Class  A  FM  channel  to  Mechanics¬ 
ville,  Virginia.  Petitioner,  Crusade  for 
Christ.  Inc.,  states  it  intends  to  serve  the 
needs  of  Mechanicsville  through  empha¬ 
sis  in  its  programing  and  accessibility  of 
its  facility  to  local  residents.  The  assign¬ 
ment  of  this  channel  will  provide  for  a 
first  local  aural  broadcast  service  and 
will  serve  a  need  and  demand  for  a  first 
local  outlet  in  the  community. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  22,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mildred  B.  Nesterak,  Broadcast  Bu¬ 
reau,  202-632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Adopted:  .June  7, 1977. 

Released:  June  10,  1977. 

By  the  Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

1.  The  Commission  herein  considers 
the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking, 
adopted  December  16,  1976,  41  FR  56677, 
in  the  above-captioned  proceeding  in¬ 
stituted  in  response  to  a  petition  filed 
by  Crusade  for  Christ,  Inc.  (“peti¬ 
tioner").  The  petition  proposed  the  as¬ 
signment  of  Channel  224A  as  a  first  FM 
channel  to  Mechanicsville,  Virginia.  Pe¬ 
titioner  filed  supporting  comments  in 
which  it  reaffirmed  its  intention  to  file 
an  application  for  a  construction  permit, 
and  upon  receipt  will  proceed  to  con¬ 
struct  the  station.  Supporting  comments 
were  also  filed  by  Old  Dominion  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Inc.,  licensee  of  AM  Station 
WANT,  Richmond,  Virginia,  in  which 
it  stated  that  it  would  also  apply  for 
the  proposed  channel,  if  assigned. 

2.  Mechanicsville  (pop.  5,189)  in  Han¬ 
over  County  (pop.  37.479) 1  is  located 
approximately  16  kilometers  (10  miles) 
northeast  of  Richmond,  Virginia.  It  has 
no  local  aural  broadcast  service.  The 
petitioner  has  stated  that  Mechanicsville 
is  a  rapidly  growing  community,  and 
urges  the  assignment  of  a  first  FM  chan¬ 
nel  for  a  first  local  outlet  of  its  own.  The 
details  of  other  information  supporting 
the  request  has  bee.  set  forth  in  the 
Notice  and  will  not  be  repeated  here. 

3.  Because  of  the  close  proximity  of 
Mechanicsville  to  Richmond,  Virginia, 
and  the  fact  that  the  proposed  station's 
1  mV/m  contour  apparently  could  cover 


» Both  population  figures  are  taken  from 
the  1970  U  S.  Census. 
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all  of  Richmond,  the  Notice  requested  the 
petitioner  to  provide  documentation  of 
its  intent  to  serve  Mechanicsville  rather 
than  Richmond.  In  response,  petitioner 
stated  that  it  pro  noses  to  locate  its  main 
studio  in  Mechanicsville  and  to  devote  a 
minimum  of  one  and  one-half  hours  per 
week  to  the  presentation  of  public  affairs 
programming  directed  specifically  to  the 
problems,  needs  and  interests  of  residents 
of  Mechanicsville.  It  adds  that  it  will 
solicit  support  through  local  advertisers 
and  frequent  contacts  will  be  made  with 
local  officials  to  keep  abreast  of  local 
needs  and  problems  which  the  proposed 
station  will  program  to  meet.  It  points 
out  that  it  intends  to  serve  the  needs 
of  Mechanicsville  through  emphasis  in 
its  programming  and  accessibility  of  its 
facility  to  local  residents. 

4.  Upon  careful  consideration  of  the 
proposal  herein,  the  Commission  believes 
it  would  be  in  the  public  interest  to  as¬ 
sign  Channel  224A  to  Mechanicsville, 
Virginia.  Based  on  information  sub¬ 
mitted  by  petitioner,  we  are  convinced 
that  it  Intends  to  serve  the  needs  and  in¬ 
terests  of  the  residents  of  Mechanicsville. 
The  assignment  of  Channel  224A  would 
provide  for  a  first  local  aural  broadcast 
service  and  would  serve  a  need  and  de¬ 
mand  for  a  first  local  outlet  in  the  com¬ 
munity. 

§  73.202  [Amended] 

5.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That  ef¬ 
fective  July  22.  1977,  $  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  the  PM  Table  of 
Assignments,  is  amended  as  it  pertains  to 
the  community  listed  below: 

City  Channel  No. 

Mechanicsville,  Va _ _ _  224A 

6.  Authority  for  the  action  taken  here¬ 
in  is  found  in  Sections  4(i),  303(g)  and 
(r),  307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  Section  0.231 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  terminated. 

(Secs.  4.  5,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended.  1066, 
1068,  1082;  47  U.S.C.  164,  155.  ^3.) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

| FR  Doc  77-17268  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am| 

|  Docket  No.  20777;  RM-1429,  etc.;  FCC 
77-379] 

PART  97— AMATEUR  RADIO  SERVICE 

Deregulation  of  Authorized  Emissions; 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 

AGENCY :  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Reconsideration  and  amend¬ 
ment  of  rules  (Memorandum  Opinion 
and  Order)  (Docket  No.  20777;  RM-1429. 
RM-2163,  RM-2170,  RM-2330,  RM-2429, 
RM-2507,  RM-2545,  RM-2550;  FCC  77- 
379). 


SUMMARY:  On  March  10.  1977.  the 
Commission  released  a  First  Report  and 
Order  in  Docket  20777  adopting  certain 
specific  standards  for  the  suppression  of 
spurious  radiation  in  transmitters  used 
in  the  Amateur  Radio  Service.  Petitions 
for  reconsideration  requesting  modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  adopted  rules  were  received 
from  the  American  Radio  Relay  League 
(ARRL),  the  Amateur  Radio  Manufac¬ 
turers  Association  'ARMA).  and  the 
R.  L.  Drake  Company.  The  ARRL  also 
filed  a  Motion  for  Stay  of  the  effective 
date  of  the  rule  provisions.  Upon  review 
of  the  petitions,  the  Commission  finds 
that  reconsideration  of  certain  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  rules  is  warranted.and  has 
therefore  amended  these  rules  accord¬ 
ingly. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  18.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  Joseph  Johnson,  Personal  Radio 

Division,  Federal  Communications 

Commission,  Washington.  D.C.  20554 

(2C2-632-7175). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Adopted:  June  2, 1977. 

Released:  June  13, 1977. 

Background 

A  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  in 
the  above-captioned  proceeding  was  re¬ 
leased  on  April  22,  1976,  and  printed  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  April  28,  1976 
.(41  FR  17789) .  In  the  Notice,  it  was  pro¬ 
posed  that  all  references  to  specific  emis¬ 
sion  types  be  deleted  from  the  Amateur 
Radio  Service  Rules,  Part  97,  and  re¬ 
placed  with  limitations  on  the  permissi¬ 
ble  bandwidth  an  amateur  signal  may 
occupy  in  the  various  bands.  The  Notice 
also  proposed  to  establish  limits  on  spu¬ 
rious,  harmonic,  and  parasitic  oscilla¬ 
tions  generated  at  amateur  stations.  This 
latter  proposal  was  the  sole  subject  of 
the  First  Report  and  Order. 

Motion  for  Stay  and  Petitions  for 
Reconsideration 

On  April  11.  1977,  the  American  Radio 
Relay  League.  Inc.  (ARRL) ,  filed  a  Mo¬ 
tion  for  Stay  of  the  effective  date  in  this 
proceeding.  They  have  requested  that  the 
April  15,  1977,  effective  date  of  the  rule 
amendments  be  stayed  for  a  period  of 
at  least  nine  months  to  afford  the  Com¬ 
mission  time  to  ( 1 )  act  upon  the  ARRL’s 
Reconsideration  Petition  and  (2)  “in¬ 
vestigate  other,  more  effective,  practical, 
and  palatable  solutions"  to  the  problems 
of  use  of  illegal,  over-power,  equipment 
by  CB  Service  licensees  and  interference 
from  CB  Service  equipment  to  TV  sets. 
In  its  Petition  for  Reconsideration,  the 
ARRL  makes  three  basic  arguments:  (1) 
Adequate  notice  of  the  [rule!  amend¬ 
ment  as  adopted  was  not  given;  (2)  No 
significant  need  has  been  shown  and 
none  is  known  for  establishing  finite 
limits  on  spurious  emissions  from  ama¬ 
teur  transmitters  and  power  amplifiers; 
and  (3)  The  impact  upon  radio  amateurs 
and  those  manufacturing  and  selling 


equipment  to  amateurs  will  be  most 
severe.  Also  filing  Petitions  for  Recon¬ 
sideration  were  the  Amateur  Radio  Man¬ 
ufacturers  Association  (ARMA)  and  the 
R.  L.  Drake  Company  (Drake).  ARMA 
requested  that  the  Commission  “grand¬ 
father”  commercially-built  amateur  ra¬ 
dio  transmitters  and  transceivers  manu¬ 
factured  prior  to  April  15,  1977.  If  such 
a  grandfather  provision  is  not  provided. 
ARMA  states  that  severe  financial  hard¬ 
ship  could  be  caused  to  some  amateur 
equipment  companies  and  to  individual 
amateurs.  In  its  petition,  the  R.  L.  Drake 
Company  requests  that  the  effective  date 
of  the  new  rules  be  postponed  for  6 
months  to  allow  the  marketing  of  non- 
conforming  transmitters  and  trans¬ 
ceivers.  Additionally.  Drake  wanted  rule 
§  97.73  amended  to  state  that  external 
filters  or  other  devices  may  be  attached 
to  non-conforming  equipment  in  order 
to  allow  it  to  meet  the  new  emission 
standards.  As  do  the  other  petitioners. 
Drake  says  that  financial  hardship  would 
result  if  the  rule  was  left  as-is.  Drake 
states  that  its  own  line  of  high  frequency 
transmitters  and  transceivers  meets  the 
new  standard  but  that  the  products  of 
certain  other  legitimate  American  man¬ 
ufacturers  do  not. 

Adequate  Notice  Was  Given 

The  ARRL  states  that  the  Commission 
did  not  have  in  mind  at  the  time  it 
issued  its  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Mak¬ 
ing  the  adoption  of  a  rule  establishing 
finite  limits  for  spurious  emissions  from 
amateur  transmitters.  Rather,  they 
argue,  the  proposals  related  to  the  over¬ 
all  operation  of  an  amateur  station  and 
made  no  mention  of  individual  station 
components.  Further,  they  argue  that 
the  International  Telecommunications 
Union  (ITU)  Radio  Regulations  also  re¬ 
fer  only  to  amateur  stations  and  not 
individual  station  components. 

The  Commission  must  take  exception 
to  these  contentions,  however,  as  they 
are  not  supported  by  the  facts  at  hand. 
Part  97  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  has 
traditionally  referenced  unwanted  radia¬ 
tion  limits  to  Individual  station  compo¬ 
nents.  Former  }  97.73  read,  in  part: 

For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  a  spurious 
radiation  Is  any  radiation  from  a  transmitter 
which  Is  outside  the  frequency  band  of  emis¬ 
sion  normal  for  the  type  of  transmission  em¬ 
ployed.  Including  any  component  whose  fre¬ 
quency  Is  an  Integral  multiple  (harmonics 
and  subharmonics),  spurious  modulation 
products,  key  clicks,  and  other  transient  ef¬ 
fects,  and  parasitic  oscillations.  (Emphasis 
supplied.] 

In  the  NPRM  in  Docket  20777,  the  Com¬ 
mission  proposed  to  establish  numerical 
limits  on  spurious,  harmonic,  and  para¬ 
sitic  radiations.  Specifically,  the  Com¬ 
mission  proposed  an  amended  §  97.73  to 
read: 

The  mean  power  of  emissions  on  any  fre¬ 
quency  removed  from  the  upper  or  lower 
limit  of  the  authorized  bandwidth,  by  more 
than  250  percent  of  the  authorized  band¬ 
width,  shall  be  attenuated  at  least  40  deci¬ 
bels  below  the  peak  output  power  of  the 
transmitter.  [Emphasis  supplied  ] 
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Clearly,  the  present  rule,  as  well  as  the 
proposed  rule,  relates  to  the  operation  of 
an  amateur  transmitter  (and  external 
amplifier,  if  one  is  used  as  part  of  the 
transmitting  apparatus).  Further,  the 
ITU  Radio  Regulations,  at  Appendix  4. 
paragraph  2,  state: 

[S)  purlous  radiation  from  any  part  of  the 
installation  other  than  the  antenna  sys¬ 
tem  »  *  *  shall  not  have  an  effect  greater 
than  would  occur  if  the  antenna  system 
were  supplied  with  the  maximum  permissi¬ 
ble  power  at  that  spurious  emission  fre¬ 
quency. 

The  intent  of  this  ITU  provision  is  to 
relate  individual  pieces  of  station  ap¬ 
paratus  (i.e.,  the  station  transmitter  ' 
to  the  spurious  standards  of  ITU  Article 
12.  Clearly,  all  rules  pertinent  to  the  spu¬ 
rious,  harmonic,  and  parasitic  radiation 
at  amateur  stations  reference  their  pro¬ 
visions  to  the  device  which  is  the  source 
of  the  radiation,  namely,  the  transmit¬ 
ter.  Section  553(a)  (3)  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedures  Act  requires  that  general 
notice  of  a  rule  contain  either  the  terms 
or  substance  of  the  proposed  rule  or  a 
description  of  the  subjects  and  issues  in¬ 
volved.  We  believe  that  requirement  has 
been  met  in  this  proceeding,  and  we  re¬ 
ject  the  ARRL  contention  to  the  con¬ 
trary. 

Specific  Limits  on  Spurious  Radiation 
Are  Necessary 

In  its  petition,  the  ARRL  states  that 
“limitations  on  spurious  emissions  from 
amateur  transmitters  and  power  ampli¬ 
fiers  are  not  required  because,  when 
legitimate  complaints  of  interference  are 
received,  amateurs  take  effective  meas¬ 
ures  to  eliminate  the  interference”.  It 
contends  that  the  sole  reason  for  impos¬ 
ing  new  standards  was  to  “bring  under 
control  the  enormous  problem  of  tele¬ 
vision  interference  from  the  27  MHz  CB 
Service”.  If  the  ARRL’s  position  is  that 
all  limitations  on  spurious  emissions  are 
not  necessary,  it  is  unclear  why  they  did 
not  earlier  petition  to  strike  the  former 
limitation  from  the  amateur  regulations. 
That  rule  required  such  emissions  be  re¬ 
duced  or  eliminated  in  accordance  with 
good  engineering  practice,  and.  in  cer¬ 
tain  instances,  could  have  resulted  in 
the  imposition  of  more  stringent  stand¬ 
ards  than  the  new  finite  standards. 

We  believe  it  indisputable  that  some 
reasonable  standard  governing  unwanted 
emissions  should  apply  to  amateurs.  The 
real  issue  is  wint  that  standard  ought 
to  be.  The  term  ‘good  engineering  prac¬ 
tice'  has  been  adeauate  in  certain  situa¬ 
tions  as  an  aid  to  the  Commission  in  re¬ 
solving  interference  problems.  However, 
it  has  been  far  too  vague  to  serve  rs  a 
useful  guide  to  amateurs  and  others  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  design  and/or  construction 
of  amateur  equipment.  As  the  spectrum 
becomes  increasinelv  congested,  we  be¬ 
lieve  it  essential  that  equipment  utilized 
in  all  services  at  lepst  meet  certain  mini¬ 
mum  unwanted  radiation  limits.  Indeed, 
transmitters  presently  used  in  other  li¬ 
censed  services  are  bound  by  similar,  but 
usually  more  stringent,  finite  supDres- 
slon  requirements.  The  ARRL  contends 
that  all  amateur  interference  problems 


can  be  resolved  simply  by  the  addition 
of  a  low-pass  filter  at  the  amateur's  sta¬ 
tion.  We  disagree.  Such  filters  are  often¬ 
times  effective  against  harmonic  radia¬ 
tion.  but  are  usually  not  effective  against 
spurious  and  parasitic  radiation.  A  low- 
pass  filter  will  have  no  effect  whatever 
on  the  amateur  transmitter  operating  on 
one  channel  in  the  2-meter  band  while 
at  the  same  time  putting  out  spurious 
radiation  on  one  or  more  additional 
channels.  As  we  noted  in  Docket  21117, 
spurious  emissions  from  amateur  2-meter 
equipment  h?s  caused  harmful  interfer¬ 
ence  to  at  least  one  aircraft  radionaviga¬ 
tion  system,  and  it  is  well  known  among 
amateur  licensees  and  equipment  deal¬ 
ers  that  certain  2-meter  FM  transceivers 
have  levels  of  spurious  radiation  which 
often  causes  them  to  trigger  two  or  more 
‘repeater’  stations  <on  different  frequen¬ 
cies)  simultaneously.  Such  occurrences 
have  been  all  too  common  in  recent 
years,  and  this  is  largely  due  to  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  specific  emission  standards  in 
the  amateur  rules.  We  must  conclude, 
therefore,  that  such  standards  are  needed 
and  that  the  ARRL  objections  on  this 
point  are  without  merit. 

Amateurs  and  Equipment  Manufactur¬ 
ers  Will  Be  Impacted  by  This  Rule 

The  ARRL  states  that  all  production 
lines  for  amateur  equipment  will  shut 
down,  that  manufacturers  will  be  left 
with  an  inventory  of  finished  products 
whi°h  cannot  be  shipped,  advertised,  or 
sold  for  an  indefinite  length  of  time,  and 
that  dealers  will  be  unable  to  sell  equip¬ 
ment,  whether  used  or  new,  on  their 
shelves.  Further,  thev  say  that  individual 
amateurs  will  be  adversely  affected  be¬ 
cause  the  cost  of  amateur  equipment  will 
suddenly  increase  and  they  may  be  un¬ 
able.  due  to  technical  and  economic 
limitations,  to  defend  against  complaints 
of  interference.  The  Amateur  Radio 
Manufacturer’s  Association  iARMA)  re¬ 
quested  that  a  “grandfather”  clause  be 
inserted  in  the  rules  to  exempt  com¬ 
mercially  built  amateur  transmitters  and 
transceivers  manufactured  prior  to  April 
15.  1977  from  the  provisions  of  §  97.73. 
ARMA  also  cited  as  their  basis  for  this 
request  the  probability  of  major  adverse 
effects  on  manufacturers  and  individual 
amateurs  if  the  rule  were  actually  im¬ 
plemented  as  adopted.  R.  L.  Drake  re¬ 
quested  in  their  petition  that  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  new  rule  provisions  be 
postponed  for  6  months  in  order  to  ease 
the  economic  impact  of  the  rules  on  ama¬ 
teur  equipment  companies  and  individ¬ 
ual  amateurs  who  have  transmitters  and 
transceivers  they  wish  to  market.  Drake 
said  that  immediate  implementation  of 
the  new  standards  could  result  in  sub¬ 
stantial  financial  losses  to  equipment 
dealers  and  manufacturers,  especially 
small  manufacturers,  who  may  be  forced 
to  cease  operations.  Drake  also  requests 
that  the  use  of  filters  and  other  exter¬ 
nal  devices  be  allowed  as  attachments  to 
non-conforming  equipment  in  order  to 
bring  their  emissions  within  the  new 
limitations. 

Article  12,  Appendix  4  of  the  ITU  Radio 
Regulations  sets  forth  the  specific  stand¬ 


ards  applicable  to  amateur  stations.  We 
do  not  believe  these  standards  to  be  un¬ 
reasonable.  Indeed,  both  ARMA  and 
Drake  support  the  new  standards.  ARMA 
stated  that  “at  long  last,  we  will  have 
some  concrete  specifications  from  which 
to  engineer  our  products  rather  than 
merely  following  good  engineering  prac¬ 
tices."  Similarly,  Drake  believes  that  the 
provisions  of  revised  §  97.73  are  in  the 
public  interest,  and  predicts  that  all 
manufacturers  of  amateur  radio  trans¬ 
mitters  and  transceivers  should  be  able 
to  produce  equipment  meeting  the  new 
limitations  if  the  6  month  delay  Drake 
requests  is  approved.  Tighter,  emission 
standards  have  been  in  effect  in  other 
radio  services  for  some  time,  and  we  are 
confident  that  these  new  amateur  stand¬ 
ards  are  well  within  the  state-of-the-art 
among  amateur  equipment  manufac¬ 
turers.  We  do,  nevertheless,  recognize  the 
concern  expressed  by  the  petitioners  with 
respect  to  the  date  of  implementation  of 
these  provisions.  We  do  not  wish  to  cause 
unnecessary  economic  hardship  to 
amateur  equipment  companies  or  indi¬ 
vidual  amateurs,  and  we  believe  that  a 
moderate  delay  and  a  grandfather  clause 
are  not  inappropriate  in  these  circum¬ 
stances.  The  Commission  has  therefore 
amended  §  97.73  to  provide  that  the  rule 
amendments  adopted  in  the  First  Report 
and  Order,  Docket  20777,  tightening  the 
purity  of  emission  standards  for  amateur 
radio  equipment  shall  not  apply  to  trans¬ 
mitters  and  transceivers  marketed  before 
January  1,  1978,  nor  to  transmitters  and 
transceivers  built  before  April  15,  1977. 

Use  of  External  Filters 

We  have  carefully  considered  Drake’s 
request  that  external  filters  and  other 
devices  be  allowed  as  attachments  to 
equipment  in  order  to  bring  it  into  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  new  rules.  Such  attach¬ 
ments  can  be  effective  in  suppressing 
harmonic  radiation  emanating  from  the 
transmitter  antenna  terminals.  However, 
they  will  not  usually  be  effective  against 
other  unwanted  emissions  and  cannot 
suppress  radiation  from  sources  other 
than  the  antenna  terminals,  such  as  the 
chassis  or  microphone  cord.  We  therefore 
do  not  believe  that  use  of  these  devices 
is  a  suitable  alternative  and  we  must 
therefore  deny  Drake's  request.  For  ex¬ 
isting  equipment,  however,  which  is  al¬ 
ready  in  use  and  covered  by  the  grand¬ 
father  clause,  the  attachment  of  external 
filters,  antenna  tuners,  etc.,  could  be  use¬ 
ful  should  interference  occur.  Moreover, 
Rule  §  97.73(e)  provides  that  the  attach¬ 
ment  of  these  devices  could  be  required 
by  the  Commisison  should  they  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  eliminate  interference  to  the  re¬ 
ception  of  other  radio  stations.  We 
strongly  encourage  all  amateur  operators 
to  take  whatever  measures  are  necessary 
to  reduce  their  spurious  and  harmonic 
radiations  to  an  absolute  minimum,  and 
we  urge  the  manufacturers  and  designers 
of  amateur  equipment  to  disseminate  in¬ 
formation  on  the  types  of  retrofit  meas¬ 
ures  that  must  be  taken  to  bring  their 
equipment  into  compliance.  Amateurs 
have  traditionally  been  in  the  forefront 
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of  such  technology  and  their  continued 
efforts  in  this  area  are  essential. 

Petition  Granted  in  Part 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  we  are  of  the 
opinion  that  the  rule  amendment,  as 
discussed  above,  is  in  the  public  interest. 
Authority  for  this  amendment  is  con¬ 
tained  in  Sections  4 < i ) ,  302,  and  303<r> 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1.934.  as 
amended.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That 
the  Petitions  for  Reconsideration  filed 
by  ARRL.  ARMA.  and  Drake  are  granted 
to  the  extent  they  conform  with  the  ac¬ 
tions  taken  herein  and  are  denied  in 
all  other  respects.  It  is  further  ordered. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

That  the  Motion  for  Stay  filed  by  the 
ARRL  is  denied.  It  is  further  ordered. 
That  Part  97  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
is  amended  as  set  forth  below  effective 
July  18,  1977.  It  is  further  ordered,  That 
this  proceeding  is  continued. 

(Secs.  4.  303.  48  Stat..  as  amended.  1066.  1082. 
Sec.  302,  82  Stat..  290.  47  U  S  C.  154,  302,  303.) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission 
Vincent  J.  Mullins. 

Secretary. 

Part  97  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  47  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows: 


30625 

In  §  97.73.  paragraph  (f  >  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  97.73  Purity  of  emissions. 

•  *  *  *  * 

<f)  The  provisions  of  paragraphs  <a> 
and  »b>  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to 
amateur  transmitters  or  transceivers 
built  before  April  15.  1977,  nor  to  ama¬ 
teur  transmitters  or  transceivers  first 
marketed  before  January  1. 1978.  The  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  paragraphs  (at  and  <b> 
of  this  section  is  April  15,  1977  for  all 
external  radio  frequency  power  amplifi¬ 
ers. 

|FR  Doc.77-17267  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  ami 
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proposed  rules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  51  ] 

UNITED  STATES  STANDARDS  FOR 
GRADES  OF  MECHANICALLY  HAR 
VESTED  AMERICAN  (EASTERN  TYPE) 
GRAPES  FOR  PROCESSING  AND  FREEZ¬ 
ING  1 

AGENCY :  Pood  Safety  and  Quality  Serv¬ 
ice,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  proposed  rule  would 
change  the  title  of  the  grade  standards 
for  mechanically  harvested  American 
(Eastern  type)  grapes  for  processing  and 
freezing  to  standards  for  grapes  for  proc¬ 
essing  and  freezing.  This  action  is  being 
taken  at  the  request  of  the  National 
Grape  Cooperative  Association,  Inc.  This 
proposal  would  permit  all  types  of  grapes 
for  processing,  hand-picked  or  mechani¬ 
cally  harvested,  to  be  certified  under 
these  standards. 

DATE:  Comments,  in  duplicate,  must 
be  received  before  July  31,  1977. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Hearing 
Clerk,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Room  1077,  South  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20250.  Comments  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  review  at  the  same  ad¬ 
dress  during  regular  business  hours. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Frank  W.  Betz,  Fresh  Products  Stand¬ 
ardization  and  Inspection  Branch, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division.  Food 
Safety  and  Quality  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Washington. 
D.C.  20250.  (202-447-2093). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  United  States  Standards  for  Grades 
of  Mechanically  Harvested  American 
(Eastern  Type)  Grapes  for  Processing 
and  Freezing  became  effective  May  15, 
1975.  In  May  of  this  year,  the  National 
Grape  Cooperative  Association.  Inc. 
(NGCA)  formally  requested  that  the 
title  of  these  standards  be  changed  to 
“United  States  Standards  For  Grades 
of  American  (Eastern  Type)  Grapes  For 
Processing  and  Freezing".  Taylor  Wine 
Co.,  Hammondsport.  New  York  and  Coca 
Cola  Co.,  Geneva,  Ohio  support  NGCA’s 
requested  change. 

Changing  the  title  of  the  standards,  as 
requested,  would  permit  grape  proces- 


1  Compliance  with  the  provisions  of  these 
standards  shall  not  excuse  failure  to  comply 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Food. 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  or  with  applicable 
State  laws  and  regulations. 


sors  to  receive  “hand-picked"  as  well 
as  “mechanically  harvested"  American 
(Eastern  Type)  grapes  based  on  grade 
requirements  set  forth  in  the  standards. 
Currently.  NGCA  receives  “hand-picked" 
grapes  under  grower-processor  contract 
specifications  which  are  the  same  as  the 
requirements  of  the  U.S.  No.  1  and  U.S. 
No.  2  grades  as  set  forth  in  the  stand¬ 
ards. 

The  Department  agrees  that  the 
change  requested  would  be  of  benefit  to 
the  industry.  However,  it  has  been  fur¬ 
ther  suggested  that  the  title  of  the 
standards  be  changed  to  “United  States 
Standards  For  Grades  of  Grapes  For 
Processing  and  Freezing”.  This  change 
would  permit  all  types  of  grapes  for  pro¬ 
cessing.  whether  “hand-picked”  or  "me¬ 
chanically  harvested”  to  be  certified  in 
accordance  with  grade  requirements  of 
the  standards.  The  Department  and  in¬ 
dustry  representatives  agree  that  this 
change  would  better  serve  the  industry. 

In  addition  to  changing  the  standards 
title  from  United  States  Standards  For 
Grades  of  Mechanically  Harvested 
American  (Eastern  Type)  Grapes  For 
Processing  and  Freezing  to  United  States 
Standards  For  Grades  of  Grapes  for 
Processing  and  Freezing,  the  proposed 
amendment  would  also  involve  changing 
5?  51.2150.  The  proposed  changes  wrould 
read  as  follows: 

Subpart — United  States  Standards  for 

Grades  of  Grapes  for  Processing  and 

Freezing 

§§  51.2150  General. 

<a>  These  standards  apply  to  all  types 
of  grapes,  hand-picked  or  mechanically 
harvested,  which  are  to  be  processed. 

(b)  The  grade  of  a  lot  of  grapes  shall 
be  determined  on  the  basis  of  a  com¬ 
posite  sample. 

Authority:  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of 
1946.  Sec.  203,  205.  60  Stat.  1087.  as  amended. 
1090  as  amended:  (7  U.S.C.  1622.  1624). 

Dated:  June  10.  1977. 

William  T.  Manley. 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Commodity  Operations. 

IFR  Doc.77-171 10  Filed  6-15-77:8  45  am| 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  917  ] 

FRESH  PEARS.  PLUMS,  AND  PEACHES 
GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  With  Re¬ 
spect  to  the  Plum  Commodity  Commit¬ 
tee's  Expenses  and  Rate  of  Assessment 
for  the  1977-78  Fiscal  Period 

AGENCY :  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice,  USDA. 


ACTION :  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Hiis  notice  invites  written 
comments  on  proposed  expenses  of  $938.- 
928  and  a  rate  of  assessment  of  $0,095 
per  lug  of  plums  for  the  functioning  of 
the  Plum  Commodity  Committee  for  the 
1977-78  fiscal  period.  The  committee  is 
established  under  a  Federal  marketing 
order  program  regulating  the  handling  of 
fresh  pears,  plums  and  peaches  grown  in 
California.  The  regulation  would  enable 
the  committee  to  collect  assessments 
from  first  handlers  on  all  assessable 
plums  handled  and  to  use  the  resulting 
funds  for  its  expenses. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  5,  1977.  Proposed  effec¬ 
tive  dates:  March  1.  1977,  through  Feb¬ 
ruary  28,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  two  copies  of  com¬ 
ments  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Room 
1077,  South  Building,  Washington.  D.C. 
20250.  Comments  will  be  made  available 
for  public  inspection,  at  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  business 
hours. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  Deputy  Director. 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington.  D.C. 
20250,  (202)  447-3545. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  proposals  under  consideration  were 
submitted  by  the  Plum  Commodity  Com¬ 
mittee.  established  under  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
917.  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  917) .  This 
marketing  agreement  and  order  regu¬ 
lates  the  handling  of  fresh  pears,  plums 
and  peaches  grown  in  California,  and  is 
effective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674). 

The  proposals  are  as  follows: 
ta»  Expenses  that  are  reasonable  and 
likely  to  be  incurred  during  the  fiscal  pe¬ 
riod  from  March  1,  1977,  through  Feb¬ 
ruary  28,  1978,  will  amount  to  $938,928. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  for  the  fis¬ 
cal  period,  payable  by  each  handler  in 
accordance  with  §  917.37  is  established  at 
$0,095  per  No.  22D  standard  lug  box  of 
plums  or  its  equivalent  in  other  contain¬ 
ers  or  in  bulk. 

Terms  used  herein  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
“No.  22D  standard  lug  box"  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  set  forth  in  Section 
1387.11  of  the  “Regulations  of  the  Cali- 
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forma  Department  of  Food  and  Agri 
culture”. 

Dated:  June  13,  1977. 

Charles  R.  Brader. 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division.  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

|FR  Doc.77-17112  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


[  7  CFR  Parts  1006,  1012,  and  1013  ] 

|  Docket  Nos.  AO-356-A16,  AO-347-^A19.  and 
AO-286-A27  ] 

MILK  IN  THE  UPPER  FLORIDA,  TAMPA 

BAY,  AND  SOUTHEASTERN  FLORIDA 
I  MARKETING  AREAS 

Hearing  on  Proposed  Amendments  to  Ten¬ 
tative  Marketing  Agreements  and  Orders 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  to  be  held  at  the  Kahler  Plaza  Inn, 
151  East  Washington  Street,  Orlando. 
Florida,  beginning  at  9:30  a.m.,  local 
time.  June  29,  1977,  with  respect  to  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  tentative  mar¬ 
keting  agreements  and  to  the  orders, 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
Upper  Florida,  Tampa  Bay.  and  South¬ 
eastern  Florida  marketing  areas. 

The  hearing  is  called  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR 
Part  900) . 

The  purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to  receive 
evidence  with  respect  to  the  economic 
and  marketing  conditions  in  each  of  the 
aforesaid  specified  marketing  areas 
which  relate  to  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments.  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  any  ap¬ 
propriate  modifications  thereof,  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreements  and  to 
the  orders. 

The  proposed  amendments,  set  forth 
below,  have  not  received  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Proposed  by  the  Southland 
Corporation 

proposal  no.  i 

Amend  § _ 55(a)  in  orders  1006, 1012, 

and  1013  to  read  as  follows: 

<a)  Class  I  price,  0.115  times  the 

Chicago  butter  price  specified  in  § _ - 

51;  and 

Proposed  by  the  Dairy  Division, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

PROPOSAL  NO.  2 

Make  such  changes  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  make  the  entire  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  orders  conform  with  any 
amendments  thereto  that  may  result 
from  this  hearing. 

Copies  of  this  notice  of  hearing  and 
the  orders  may  be  procured  from  the 
Market  Administrator.  P.O.  Box  11368. 
Fort  Lauderdale.  Florida  33306  or  from 
the  Hearing  Clerk.  Room  1077,  South 
Building.  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture.  Washington,  DC.  20250  or 
may  be  there  inspected. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
13,  1977. 

William  T.  Manley, 
Acting  Administrator. 

|  FR  Doc.77-17214  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


[  7  CFR  Parts  1094  and  1096  ] 

| Docket  Nos  AO-103-A40  and  AO-257-A28] 

MILK  IN  THE  NEW  ORLEANS  MISSISSIPPI 
AND  GREATER  LOUISIANA  MARKETING 
AREAS 

Termination  of  Proceeding 

AGENCY :  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice.  USDA. 

ACTION:  Termination  of  rulemaking 
proceeding. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  terminates  a 
rulemaking  proceeding  on  proposals  to 
include  a  seasonal  production  incentive 
payment  plan  for  producers  in  the  New 
Orleans -Mississippi  and  Greater  Louisi¬ 
ana  orders.  A  public  hearing  on  the  pro¬ 
posals  had  been  scheduled  for  November 
22,  1976,  and  then  was  postponed  indefi¬ 
nitely  in  response  to  industry  requests. 
Dairymen,  Inc.,  the  producer  cooperative 
that  asked  for  the  hearing,  has  with¬ 
drawn  its  proposals,  which  removes  the 
basis  for  the  hearing. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Irving  E.  Sutin,  Marketing  Specialist. 
Dairy  Division,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service.  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250.  (202- 
447-4829* . 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION:  Pri¬ 
or  documents  in  this  proceeding:  Notice 
of  hearing — Issued  November  3.  1976; 
published  November  8.  1976  (41  FR 
49112) .  Postponement  of  hearing — Issued 
November  17.  1976;  published  November 
22.  1976  <41  FR  51404). 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) ,  of  the  termination  of 
the  proceeding  as  set  forth  in  a  notice  of 
hearing  on  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreements  and  to 
the  orders  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  New  Orleans-Mississippi  and 
Greater  Louisiana  marketing  areas. 

The  aforesaid  notice  of  hearing  wras 
issued  November  3,  1976  (41  FR  49112) 
for  a  hearing  to  begin  in  Baton  Rouge. 
Louisiana,  on  November  22.  1976.  Hie 
hearing  was  requested  by  Dairymen.  Inc.. 
a  cooperative  that  represents  a  substan¬ 
tial  number  of  producers  under  both  the 
New  Orleans-Mississippi  and  Greater 
Louisiana  orders.  At  the  request  of  Dairy¬ 
men,  Inc.,  and  Northern  Louisiana  Pure 
Milk  Producers  Association,  Inc.,  the  De¬ 
partment  issued  a  notice  on  November 
17.  1976  (41  FR  51404)  postponing  the 
hearing  until  a  date  to  be  announced  at 
a  later  time. 

Dairymen.  Inc.,  recently  notified  the 
Department  that  it  desires  to  withdraw 
its  proposals  from  consideration  at  a 
public  hearing.  Since  this  removes  the 
basis  for  the  hearing,  the  proceeding  in¬ 


stituted  by  the  aforesaid  notice  of  hear¬ 
ing  on  proposed  amendments  to  the  New 
Orleans-Mississippi  and  Greater  Louisi¬ 
ana  orders  is  hereby  terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
13. 1977. 

William  T.  Manley, 
Acting  Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.77-17111  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  ami 

FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

[  10  CFR  Part  430  ] 

ENERGY  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM  FOR 
APPLIANCES 

Proposed  Rulemaking  and  Public  Hearing 
Regarding  Test  Procedures  for  Conven¬ 
tional  Ranges,  Conventional  Cooking 
Tops,  Conventional  Ovens,  and  Micro- 
wave  Ovens  and  Determination  of 
Further  Delay  in  the  Publication  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Test  Procedures  for  Any  Other 
Class  of  Kitchen  Ranges  and  Ovens 

AGENCY:  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTION :  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration  (FEA)  hereby  proposes  to 
amend  its  regulations  in  order  to  pre¬ 
scribe  test  procedures  for  conventional 
ranges,  conventional  cooking  tops,  con¬ 
ventional  ovens,  and  microwave  ovens 
under  the  Energy  Policy  and  Conserva¬ 
tion  Act.  Conventional  ranges,  conven¬ 
tional  cooking  tops,  conventional  ovens 
and  microwave  ovens  are  classes  included 
within  the  broader  type  of  appliances, 
kitchen  ranges  and  ovens,  covered  by  the 
Act.  The  Act  requires  that  standard 
methods  for  testing  covered  appliance 
types  be  prescribed  as  part  of  the  energy 
conservation  program  for  appliances. 
The  Act  further  authorizes  FEA  to  pre¬ 
scribe  test  procedures  for  classes  within 
a  given  type  of  covered  product  and  per¬ 
mits  FEA  to  delay  the  publication  of 
proposed  test  procedures  for  some  class 
or  classes  within  a  given  type.  FEA  has 
determined  to  delay  the  publication  of 
proposed  test  procedures  for  any  class 
of  the  type  of  covered  product  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Act  as  "kitchen  ranges  and 
ovens”  other  than  conventional  ranges, 
conventional  cooking  tops,  conventional 
ovens,  and  microwave  ovens.  The  in¬ 
tended  effect  of  this  proposal  is  to  im¬ 
plement  the  Act’s  requirements  by  so¬ 
liciting  comments  before  test  procedures 
are  prescribed  and  to  give  notice  of 
FEA’s  determination  to  delay  the  publi¬ 
cation  of  certain  proposed  test  proce¬ 
dures. 

DATES:  Comments  by  August  8.  1977, 
4:30  p.m.;  requests  to  speak  by  Au¬ 
gust  2,  1977,  4:30  p.m.;  statements  by 
August  9.  1977,  4:30  p.m.;  hearing  to  be 
held  on  August  11,  1977,  at  9:30  a.m. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  and  requests 
to  speak  at  the  hearing  to:  Executive 
Communications.  Room  3317.  Federal 
Energy  Administration,  Box  NE,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20461 ;  statements  to  Regula¬ 
tions  Management,  Room  2214,  Federal 
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Energy  Administration,  2000  M  Street 
NW..  Washington,  DC.  20461.  Hearing 
held  at: 

Room  2214.  2000  M  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D  C.  20461. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

James  A.  Smith,  (Program  Office) .  Old 
Post  Office  Building,  Room  307,  12th 
Street  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461  (202-566- 

4635». 

Robert  C.  Gilette.  (Hearing  Procedures). 
2000  M  Street  NW.,  Room  222A,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D  C.  20461  (202-566-5201)  . 

Jim  Merna,  (Media  Relations),  12th  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Room  3104, 
Washington,  DC.  20461  (202-566- 

9833). 

Michael  T.  Skinker,  (Office  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel).  12th  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461 
<202-566-9750). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 

A.  Background 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
(FEA)  proposes  to  amend  Chapter  II  of 
Title  10.  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
in  order  to  prescribe  test  procedures  for 
conventional  ranges,  conventional  cook¬ 
ing  tops,  conventional  ovens,  and  micro- 
wave  ovens  pursuant  to  section  323,  42 
U.S.C.  6293,  of  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  (Act)  Pub.  L.  94-163). 
The  Act  requires  that  FEA  prescribe 
standard  methods  for  testing  covered  ap¬ 
pliances  and  further  authorizes  FEA  to 
prescribe  test  procedures  for  classes 
within  a  given  type  of  covered  product. 
Conventional  ranges,  conventional  cook¬ 
ing  tops,  conventional  ovens,  and  micro- 
wave  ovens  are  classes  included  within 
the  type  designated  by  the  Act  as  “kit¬ 
chen  ranges  and  ovens.” 

Development  of  test  procedures  is  one 
discrete  part  of  the  energy  conservation 
program  for  appliances.  Even  when, 
promulgated,  final  test  procedures  will 
not  of  themselves  require  testing  to  be 
conducted.  They  will  merely  establish 
standard  methods  for  testing  when  test¬ 
ing  is  otherwise  required  by  the  Act  it¬ 
self  or  by  regulations  implementing  other 
parts  of  the  program.  For  example,  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  (FTC) ,  in  ex¬ 
ercising  its  appliance  energy  efficiency 
labelling  authority  regarding  a  particular 
appliance  type,  may  well  require  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  substantially  less  than  all  of 
the  final  test  procedures  applicable  to 
that  appliance  type. 

By  notice  issued  May  10.  1976  (41  FR 
19977.  May  14.  1976).  FEA  proposed  to 
establish  Part  430,  entitled  “Energy  Con¬ 
servation  Program  for  Appliances.”  in 
Chanter  II  of  Title  10  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations.  That  notice  proposed 
a  Subpart  A  to  Part  430,  containing  gen¬ 
eral  program  provisions,  and  a  Subpart 
C.  containing  proposed  energy  efficiency 
improvement  targets.  Bv  notice  issued 
July  22.  1976  (41  FR  31237.  Julv  27.  1976> . 
FDA  proposed  an  amendment  to  proposed 


Part  430  to  add  a  Subpart  B  which  would 
contain  the  appliance  test  procedures  re¬ 
quired  to  be  prescribed  by  section  323  of 
the  Act.  Subparts  A  and  B  were  estab¬ 
lished  by  notice  issued  on  May  24,  1977 
'42  FR  27896.  June  1,  1977).  Proposed 
Subpart  C  has  not  yet  been  finalized, 
and  a  further  proposal  of  Subpart  C  will 
be  necessary  in  order  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  325  (a)(1)  of  the  Act  as 
amended  by  section  161  of  the  Energy 
Conservation  and  Production  Act  (F*ub. 
L.  94-385). 

The  notice  issued  on  May  24,  1977.  in¬ 
cluded  final  test  procedures  for  room  air 
conditioners.  By  notice  issued  March  17. 
1977  (42  FR  15423,  March  22.  1977)  FEA 
proposed  test  procedures  for  dishwashers. 
This  notice  also  included  certain  pro¬ 
gram  definitions  which  have  not  yet  been 
finalized.  Proposed  test  procedures  for 
water  heaters,  television  receivers,  refrig¬ 
erators  and  refrigerator-freezers,  freez¬ 
ers  and  clothes  dryers  were  issued  on 
April  21.  1977  (42  FR  21576  et  seq.. 
April  27.  1977) .  Proposed  test  procedures 
for  unvented  home  heating  equipment 
were  issued  on  May  4,  1977  (42  FR  23860. 
May  11.  1977),  and  proposed  test  proce¬ 
dures  for  automatic  and  semi-automatic 
clothes  washers  were  issued  on  May  11, 
1977  (42  FR  25329.  May  17.  1977) .  includ¬ 
ing  a  determination  that  test  procedures 
cannot  be  developed  for  any  other  class 
of  clothes  washers.  Proposed  test  pro¬ 
cedures  for  humidifiers  and  dehumidi¬ 
fiers  were  issued  on  May  25.  1977  (42  FR 
27941,  et  seq.  (June  1,  1977).  Proposed 
test  procedures  for  central  air  condition¬ 
ers  were  issued  on  June  7,  1977  (The 
Federal  Recister  issue  of  June  14.  1977) . 
By  this  notice.  FEA  is  proposing  test  pro¬ 
cedures  for  conventional  ranges,  conven¬ 
tional  cooking  tops,  conventional  ovens, 
and  microwave  ovens,  including  a  deter¬ 
mination  to  delay  the  publication  of  test 
procedures  for  any  other  class  of  the  type 
“kitchen  ranges  and  ovens.” 

Section  323(a)  (2)  of  the  Act  requires 
FEA  to  direct  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards  (NBS)  to  develop,  for  speci¬ 
fically  named  types  of  covered  products, 
test  procedures  for  the  determination  of 
the  estimated  annual  operating  costs  and 
at  least  one  other  useful  measure  of  en¬ 
ergy  consumption  which  FEA  determines 
is  likely  to  assist  consumers  in  making 
purchasing  decisions.  Pursuant  to  the 
Act.  FEA  directed  NBS  to  develop  test 
procedures  for  FEA’s  use  in  prescribing 
test  procedures  under  the  Act.  As  part 
of  this  undertaking,  NBS  evaluated  exist¬ 
ing  test  procedures  for  measuring  energy 
consumption  of  kitchen  ranges  and 
ovens. 

The  existing  American  National  Stan¬ 
dard  (ANS)  C71.1  for  household  electric 
ranges  does  not  specifically  relate  to  en¬ 
ergy  consumption,  but  is  concerned  with 
determining  the  efficiency  of  electric 
heating  elements  in  the  conventional 
cooking  top.  and  other  performance  char¬ 
acteristics  of  conventional  electric 
ranges.  The  existing  International  Elec¬ 
trical  Commission  standard,  IEC-SC59H. 
for  microwave  ovens  does  not  specifically 
relate  to  energy  consumption,  but  is  con¬ 


cerned  with  the  determination  of  the 
power  output  and  efficiency  of  microwave 
ovens. 

NBS  has  transmitted  to  FEA  a  test 
procedure  review  document  which  recom¬ 
mends  test  procedures  for  measuring  en¬ 
ergy  consumption  for  conventional 
ranges,  conventional  cooking  tops,  con¬ 
ventional  ovens,  and  microwave  ovens, 
which  are  classes  of  the  broader  appli¬ 
ance  type  designated  by  the  Act  as  “kit¬ 
chen  ranges  and  ovens.”  NBS  also 
recommended  that  proposed  test  pro¬ 
cedures  for  any  other  class  of  the  data 
are  available.  Copies  of  this  review  docu¬ 
ment  will  be  made  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  by  interested  persons  as  provided  for 
later  in  this  notice. 

In  developing  the  proposed  test  pro¬ 
cedure  for  conventional  ranges,  conven¬ 
tional  cooking  tops,  conventional  ovens, 
and  microwave  ovens,  NBS  consulted 
with  the  technical  committees  of  the  As-, 
sociation  of  Home  Appliance  Manufac¬ 
turers  (AH AM),  the  American  Gas 
Association  Laboratories  (AGA  Labs), 
and  the  Gas  Appliance  Manufacturers 
Association  (GAMA). 

The  test  procedures  proposed  today 
are  based  on  discussions  between  NBS 
and  the  technical  committees  of  the  in¬ 
dustry  associations  and  on  field  survey 
dated  presented  in  the  proposed  AHAM 
Standard  Test  Method  for  Measuring 
Energy  Consumption  of  Electric  and  Gas 
Ovens  and  Surface  Units  and  Microwave 
Ovens  ( ERr-5-EC )  on  August  2, 1977,  and 
incorporate  the  general  approach  con¬ 
tained  in  the  American  National  Stand¬ 
ard  (ANS>  C71.1  and  the  International 
Electrical  Commission  standard  IED- 
SC59H.  Copies  of  these  will  be  made 
available  for  inspection  by  interested 
persons  as  provided  for  later  in  this  no¬ 
tice. 

FEA  is  today  withdrawing  the  previ¬ 
ously  proposed  definitions  in  5  430.2  of 
“surface  unit,"  “electric  range,”  and 
“non -electric  range;”  reproposing  the 
definition  of  “surface  unit:”  and  adding 
new  definitions  of  “kitchen  ranges  and 
ovens”  and  of  each  of  the  different 
classes  of  the  type  “kitchen  ranges  and 
ovens.”  FEA  is  also  proposing  to  amend 
the  definition  in  5  430.2  of  “basic  model” 
by  adding  subparagraph  (9)  applying 
specifically  to  conventional  ranges,  con¬ 
ventional  cooking  tops,  conventional 
ovens,  and  microwave  ovens.  In  addi¬ 
tion.  5  430.2  contains  definitions  promul¬ 
gated  or  proposed  previously  (42  FR 
27896.  June  1.  1977:  42  FR  15423,  March 
22, 1977) ,  some  of  which  are  applicable  to 
the  test  procedures  for  conventional 
ranges,  conventional  cooking  tops,  con¬ 
ventional  ovens,  and  microwave  ovens. 
Comments  on  these  definitions  are 
timely  as  provided  below. 

B.  Measures  of  Energy  Consumption 

'Hie  Act  requires  FEA  to  prescribe  test 
procedures  for  the  determination  of  esti¬ 
mated  annual  operating  costs  and  at 
least  one  other  useful  measure  of  energy 
consumption  which  the  Administrator 
determines  is  likely  to  assist  consumers 
in  making  purchasing  decisions. 
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FEA  is  proposing  to  establish  an  esti¬ 
mated  annual  operating  cost  for  conven¬ 
tional  ranges,  conventional  cooking  tops, 
conventional  ovens,  and  microwave 
ovens  (S$  430.22 (i)  (1),  (2),  (3).  and  (4). 
respectively! .  In  each  case,  the  estimated 
annual  operating  cost  will  be  the  product 
of  the  total  energy  consumption  for  the 
representative  average-use  cycle  of  one 
year  < annual  energy  consumption)  times 
the  cast  of  energy  (representative  aver¬ 
age  unit  costs  as  provided  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator). 

The  annual  energy  consumption  for  a 
conventional  range  is  the  sum  of  the 
annual  energv  consumption  of  the  con¬ 
ventional  cooking  ton  plus  the  annual 
energy  consumption  of  any  conventional 
ovens. 

The  annual  energy  consumption  of  the 
conventional  cooking  top  is  the  quo¬ 
tient  of  the  annual  useful  energy  output 
of  the  conventional  cooking  top.  as  de¬ 
termined  by  the  AHAM  field  and  labora¬ 
tory  study,  divided  by  the  energy  effi¬ 
ciency  of  the  conventional  cooking  top. 

The  annual  energv  consumption  of  a 
conventional  oven  is  the  sum  of  the  con¬ 
ventional  oven  annual  self-cleaning  en¬ 
ergy  consumption  plus  the  conventional 
oven  annual  cooking  energy  consump¬ 
tion.  The  annual  cooking  energy  con¬ 
sumption  of  a  conventional  oven  is  the 
quotient  of  the  annual  useful  energy  out¬ 
put  for  the  conventional  oven  (4.1.3  of 
Appendix  I)  divided  by  the  efficiency  of 
that  conventional  oven.  If,  however,  the 
basic  model  tested  has  more  than 
one  conventional  oven,  the  annual 
useful  energv  output  is  divided  by 
the  average  efficiency  of  the  conventional 
ovens  (4. 1.2.3  of  Appendix  I) .  The  annual 
energy  consumption  of  the  self-cleaning 
operation  of  a  conventional  oven  is  the 
product  of  the  energy  consumption  of  the 
conventional  oven  for  the  self-cleaning 
operation  (3. 2. 1.1  of  Appendix  I)  times 
11  (representative  average  number  of 
times  the  self -cleaning  operation  of  a 
conventional  oven  is  used  per  year).  The 
representative  average  number  of  times 
the  self-cleaning  operation  of  a  conven¬ 
tional  oven  is  used  per  year  is  based  on 
NBS’  recommendation  to  FEA. 

The  annual  energy  consumption  of  a 
microwave  oven  is  the  sum  of  the  annual 
energy  consumption  of  any  features  of 
the  oven  which  use  energy  when  the 
microwave  oven  is  turned  off  plus  the 
quotient  of  the  annual  useful  energy  out¬ 
put  divided  by  the  oven’s  rated  efficiency 
(4.5.4.  of  Appendix  I). 

The  annual  useful  energy  output  of 
conventional  ranges,  conventional  cook¬ 
ing  tops,  conventional  ovens,  and  micro- 
wave  ovens  was  determined  from  field 
survey  data  obtained  by  NBS  from 
AHAM.  In  the  AHAM  survey  these  ap¬ 
pliances  were  monitored  during  actual 
home  use  to  determine  the  energy  con¬ 
sumed  for  cooking.  All  modes  of  cook¬ 
ing  on  each  appliance  (e.g..  broiler  of  an 
oven,  griddle  of  a  cooking  top)  were  po¬ 
tentially  accounted  for  by  the  energy 
consumption  data.  The  appliances  were 
then  tested  by  the  laboratory  methodol¬ 
ogy  proposed  today  to  determine  their 


efficiency.  The  annual  useful  energy  out¬ 
put  of  a  particular  appliance  was  com¬ 
puted  by  multiplying  its  efficiency  times 
its  annual  energy  consumption.  While  the 
annual  energy  consumption  figures  gen¬ 
erated  by  the  survey  potentially  include 
all  modes  of  cooking,  the  laboratory 
methodology  used  to  determine  the  effi¬ 
ciency  of  an  appliance  measures  only'  the 
energy  consumed  when  the  appliance  is 
operated  as  it  would  primarily  be  used 
by  consumers  (e.g.,  baking  in  an  ove,n). 
NBS  has  determined  that  the  uniform 
test  method  for  measuring  the  energy 
consumption  of  conventional  ranges, 
conventional  cooking  tops,  conventional 
ovens,  and  microwave  ovens  provides 
data  that  are  representative  of  actual 
consumer  use  in  the  home. 

The  annual  useful  energy  output 
figures  represent  the  energy  actually  ab¬ 
sorbed  by  the  food.  Thus,  the  difference 
between  the  annual  energy  consumed  by 
an  appliance  and  its  annual  useful  en¬ 
ergv  output  represents  the  annual  energy 
lost  to  the  environment.  The  AHAM  field 
survey  concludes  that  the  annual  useful 
energy  output  is:  291.6  kilowatt-hours 
per  year  <995,000  Btu’s  per  year)  for 
conventional  ranges;  238.5  kilowatt- 
hours  per  year  <814.000  Btu’s  per  year) 
for  conventional  cooking  tops;  53.13  kilo¬ 
watt-hours  per  year  (181,300  Btu's  per 
year)  for  conventional  ovens;  and  34.2 
kilowatt-hours  per  year  for  microwave 
ovens.  Copies  of  the  AHAM  survev  data 
may  be  obtained  for  review  by  interested 
persons  as  provided  for  later  in  this 
notice. 

An  additional  proposed  measure  (sec¬ 
tion  430.22(f)(5)  that  is  likely  to  assist 
consumers  in  making  purchasing  deci¬ 
sions  is  the  energy  factor. 

For  conventional  ovens  (4. 1.2.1.  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I)  and  conventional  cooking  tops 
<4.2.1. 1.1  of  Appendix  I)  which  utilize 
electric  resistance  heaters,  and  for  con¬ 
ventional  ovens  (4. 1.2.2. 1  of  Appendix  I) 
and  conventional  cooking  tops  ( 4.2. 1.2.- 
1.1  of  Appendix  I)  which  utilize  gas 
burners  without  any  continuously  burn¬ 
ing  pilot  lights,  the  energy  factor  is  the 
quotient  of  the  product  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  three  factors:  (1)  The  weight  of  a 
metal  test  block,  times  (2)  the  specific 
heat  of  the  test  block,  times  (3)  the 
measured  temperature  rise  of  the  test 
block;  divided  by  the  product  of  the 
energy  consumed  during  the  test. 

For  conventional  ovens  (4. 1.2. 2.2  of 
Appendix  I)  and  conventional  cooking 
tops  (4. 2. 1.2. 1.2  of  Appendix  I)  which 
utilize  gas  burners  with  any  continuously 
burning  pilot  lights,  the  energy  factor 
is  the  quotient  of  the  representative  an¬ 
nual  useful  energy  output  divided  by  the 
energy  input  (which  includes  the  annual 
energy  consumed  by  any  continuously 
burning  pilot  lights). 

The  annual  energy  consumption  of  any 
continuously  burning  pilot  lights  of  a 
conventional  gas  oven  is  the  energy  con¬ 
sumed  hourly  by  the  pilot  lights  times 
8.460  hours  per  year.  The  continuously 
burning  pilot  lights  are  consuming  en¬ 
ergy  each  hour  of  the  year  (there  are 
8,760  hours  in  a  year).  NBS  has  deter¬ 


mined  that  300  hours  of  the  energy  con¬ 
sumed  by  any  of  the  oven’s  pilot  lights 
contributes  to  the  energy  consumed  by 
the  conventional  gas  oven  when  the  oven 
is  being  used  for  heating  food.  There¬ 
fore.  the  energy  consumed  by  the  con¬ 
tinuously  burning  pilot  lights  per  hour 
is  multiplied  by  8.460  rather  than  8.760 
hours  to  arrive  at  the  annual  energy  con¬ 
sumption  for  the  pilot  lights. 

The  energy  factor  for  conventional 
ranges  (4.4  of  Appendix  I)  is  defined  as 
the  quotient  of  the  representative  aver¬ 
age  annual  useful  energy  output  divided 
by  the  annual  energy  consumption  in 
kWh  « Btu’s)  per  year,  as  determined  in 
4  3  of  Appendix  I  for  the  conventional 
range  under  test.  For  microwave  ovens, 
the  energy  factor  is  defined  as  the  aver¬ 
age  of  the  microwave  oven’s  efficiency  for 
the  four  test  loads  <4.5.4  of  Appendix  I). 
The  microwave  oven’s  efficiency  for  a 
specific  test  load  is  defined  as  the  quo¬ 
tient  of  the  product  of  the  average  micro- 
wave  power  output  in  watts,  times  the 
elapsed  test  time  in  seconds,  divided  by 
the  product  of  the  energy  consumed  dur¬ 
ing  the  test  in  watt-hours  <wh)  times 
3600  seconds  per  hour  (4.6.3  of  Appendix 
I). 

Among  other  possible  applications,  the 
energy  factor  may  be  used  by  FEA  to  de¬ 
termine  the  efficiency  of  conventional 
ranges,  conventional  cooking  tops,  con¬ 
ventional  ovens  and  microwave  ovens 
for  the  purposes  of  the  efficiency  im¬ 
provement  program  described  by  section 
325  of  the  Act. 

FEA  recognizes  that  there  may  be  ad¬ 
ditional  useful  measures  of  energy  con¬ 
sumption  for  conventional  ranges,  con¬ 
ventional  cooking  tops,  conventional 
ovens,  and  microwave  ovens  other  than 
the  measures  described  above.  Accord¬ 
ingly.  today’s  proposal,  in  proposed 
M30.22<i>  (6),  provides  for  other  use¬ 
ful  measures  which  the  Administrator 
determines  are  likely  to  assist  consum¬ 
ers  in  making  purchasing  decisions. 
These  measures,  however,  must  be  de¬ 
rived  from  the  application  of  the  uni¬ 
form  test  method  proposed  today  as  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  Subpart  B.  Manufacturers 
would,  if  required,  only  have  to  perform 
various  computations  while  still  apply¬ 
ing  the  same  test  method  contained  in 
Appendix  I.  For  example,  if  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  determined  that  a  per-day  en¬ 
ergy  cost  would  aid  consumers  in  mak¬ 
ing  purchasing  decisions,  this  cost  could 
be  derived  by  applying  the  uniform  test 
procedures  to  calculate  the  estimated 
annual  operating  cost  and  then  dividing 
by  365  days  per  year  to  achieve  a  per- 
day  cost  figure. 

C.  Laboratory  Methodology 

Proposed  Appendix  I  to  Subpart  B  pro¬ 
vides  for  a  controlled  laboratory  environ¬ 
ment  for  measuring  energy  consumption 
for  the  various  conventional  ranges,  con¬ 
ventional  cooking  tops,  conventional 
ovens,  and  microwave  ovens  which  are 
available  to  the  consumer.  The  proposed 
test  procedures  apply  to  appliances 
which  may  contain  certain  energy  con- 
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suming  cooking  features  and  devices 
which  are  not  accounted  for  in  the  labo¬ 
ratory  test  measurements.  Such  cooking 
features  may  include  broilers,  griddles, 
grills  or  deep-well  cookers.  Such  devices 
may  include  automatic  temperature  con¬ 
trolled  suface  units,  keep-warm  timers 
or  other  energy  consuming  devices.  The 
effect  these  cooking  features  or  devices 
may  have  on  the  annual  energy  con¬ 
sumption  of  the  appliance  in  actual  use 
by  the  consumer  cannot  be  quantified 
due  to  the  lack  of  data  on  the  separate 
energy  consumption,  energy  efficiency, 
and  consumer  usage  of  these  cooking 
features  or  devices.  NBS,  however,  has 
determined  that  the  proposed  test  pro¬ 
cedures  produce  results  in  the  laboratory 
which  are  representative  of  the  energy 
that  would  be  consumed  annually  by 
that  given  appliance  at  home.  FEA  spe¬ 
cifically  requests  comments  and  data 
from  manufacturers  regarding  the  en¬ 
ergy  consumption,  energy  efficiency,  and 
consumer  usage  patterns  on  any  such 
cooking  features  or  devices. 

A  conventional  oven  cooks  food  by 
heating  a  compartment  into  which  the 
food  has  been  placed.  The  food  is  cooked 
by  absorbing  the  heat  in  the  compart¬ 
ment.  In  the  proposed  test  procedures  for 
conventional  ovens,  an  anodized  alumi¬ 
num  alloy  block  is  used  as  the  standard 
test  load.  A  metal  block  is  used  because  it 
provides  a  standard,  uniform,  and  re¬ 
peatable  means  of  testing  the  oven  and 
reduces  the  variability  that  might  occur 
if  other  loads  were  used.  The  proposed 
test  procedures  require  that  the  tempera¬ 
ture  of  the  test  block  be  raised  234°  F 
above  its  initial  temperature.  The  pro¬ 
posed  temperature  rise  and  block  specifi¬ 
cations  are  based  on  tests  and  studies 
done  by  the  industry  and  NBS  which  in¬ 
dicate  that  these  conditions  simulate,  in 
a  controlled  laboratory  environment,  the 
actual  average  use  of  the  conventional 
oven  in  the  home.  Copies  of  these  data 
may  be  obtained  for  review  by  interested 
persons  as  provided  for  later  in  this  no¬ 
tice. 

For  conventional  cooking  tops  a  metal 
block  is  again  used  as  the  standard  test 
load.  For  electric  heating  elements  two 
different  sized  test  blocks  are  used  de¬ 
pending  on  the  size  of  the  heating  ele¬ 
ment.  The  larger  of  these  test  blocks  is 
used  to  test  all  gas  heating  elements.  The 
differences  in  the  size  and  the  weight  of 
the  test  blocks  are  proposed  because  they 
are  the  standard  measures  used  in  the 
American  National  Standard  (ANS> 
C71.1  and  provide  repeatable  and  accu¬ 
rate  test  results. 

The  proposed  test  procedures  for  con¬ 
ventional  cooking  tops  provide  that  the 
standard  test  block  be  raised  144°  F. 
above  its  initial  temperature  (3.1.2  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I) .  The  energy  input  to  the  gas  or 
electric  heating  element  is  then  decreased 
by  reducing  the  energy  input  rate  from 
its  maximum  value  to  25  percent  of  its 
maximum  value  for  15  minutes  in  order 
to  represent  actual  use  conditions  in  the 
home.  The  proposed  specified  loads  and 
temperature  control  procedures  are 
based  on  NBS'  recommendation  which. 


in  turn,  is  based  on  industry  studies. 
Copies  of  these  documents  will  be  made 
available  for  inspection  by  interested  per¬ 
sons  as  provided  for  later  in  this  notice. 

A  microwave  oven  heats  by  the  trans¬ 
mission  of  electromagnetic  waves  (micro- 
wrave  energy  >  to  the  food  rather  than  by 
conduction.  The  energy  is  absorbed  by  the 
food  and  converted  to  heat.  The  proposed 
microwave  oven  test  procedure  uses  four 
glass  beakers  filled  with  different  quanti¬ 
ties  of  distilled  water  containing  one  per¬ 
cent  sodium  chloride  (NaCl)  as  the 
standard  test  loads.  Glass  beakers  filled 
with  the  salt  water  solution  are  used  be¬ 
cause  the  glass  transmits  the  microwave 
energy  and  the  distilled  water  absorbs 
the  microwave  energy  in  the  same  man¬ 
ner  as  food  does.  Metal  blocks  would  not 
be  appropriate  for  the  test  load  since 
metal  reflects  microwave  energy.  Speci¬ 
fied  quantities  of  distilled  water  are  pro¬ 
posed  as  the  test  loads,  rather  than  food, 
in  order  to  provide  repeatable,  accurate 
and  uniform  test  results.  Test  loads  of 
275,  500,  1000,  and  2000  milliliter  water 
loads  raised  45 ±9°  F  above  their  initial 
temperature  are  proposed  in  order  to  de¬ 
termine  the  microwave  oven’s  average 
power  output.  Based  on  discussions  with 
the  industry,  NBS  has  determined  that 
the  proposed  microwave  oven  test  loads 
and  temperature  rise  provide  a  repre¬ 
sentative  simulation  in  the  laboratory  of 
the  actual  use  of  microwave  ovens  in  the 
home. 

In  addition  to  proposing  test  proce¬ 
dures  for  most  classes  of  “kitchen  ranges 
and  ovens’’  today,  FEA  hereby  gives  no¬ 
tice  of  its  determination  of  further  delay 
for  the  publication  of  proposed  test  pro¬ 
cedures  for  any  class  of  the  type  “kitchen 
ranges  and  ovens”  other  than  conven¬ 
tional  ranges,  conventional  cooking  tops, 
conventional  ovens,  and  microwave 
ovens.  Section  323(a)  (3)  of  the  Act  re¬ 
quires  that,  not  later  than  September  30. 
1976,  FEA  shall  publish  proposed  test 
procedures  for  kitchen  ranges  and  ovens. 
Section  323(a)(6)  of  the  Act,  however, 
provides  that  FEA  may  delay  the  publica¬ 
tion  of  proposed  test  procedures  for  a 
type  of  covered  product  (or  class  there¬ 
of)  beyond  the  required  dates  of  publi¬ 
cation  if  it  determines  that  it  cannot, 
within  the  applicable  time  period,  pub¬ 
lish  proposed  test  procedures  and  gives 
notice  of  such  determination  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  On  October  21,  1976.  FEA 
issued  a  notice  including  its  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  necessity  to  delay  the  publi¬ 
cation  of  proposed  test  procedures  for 
kitchen  ranges  and  ovens  (41  FR  47286, 
October  28,  1976) . 

In  particular,  FEA  intends  to  delay 
further  the  publication  of  proposed  test 
procedures  for  the  following  three  con¬ 
sumer  products  which  are  relatively  new 
products  and.  therefore,  presently  repre¬ 
sent  only  a  small  percentage  of  the  mar¬ 
ket:  (1)  Cooking  tops  which  utilize  in¬ 
duction  surface  heating  elements:  (2) 
ranges  which  contain  a  conventional 
cooking  top.  a  conventional  oven,  and  a 
microwave  oven  in  the  same  basic  model: 
unit;  and  (3)  single  compartment  ovens 


which  are  capable  of  heating  food  by 
means  of  electric  resistance  heaters  and 
microwave  energy  in  the  same  compart¬ 
ment.  NBS  has  determined  that  there  is 
not  sufficient  data  on  the  consumer  usage 
of  these  products  to  develop  adequate 
test  procedures  to  measure  their  energy 
consumption  or  energy  efficiency.  FEA 
will  publish  test  procedures  for  such 
products,  as  soon  as  practicable,  unless  it 
determines  that  test  procedures  cannot 
be  developed  which  the  requirements  of 
section  323(b)  of  the  Act  and  publishes 
such  determination  in  the  Federal 
Register,  together  with  the  reasons 
therefor. 

D.  Representative  Average-Use  Cycle 

Section  323(b)(2)  (42  U.S.C.  6239(b) 
(2) )  of  the  Act  provides  that  test  proce¬ 
dures  for  determining  estimated  annual 
operating  costs  of  any  covered  product 
shall  be  calculated  from  measurements 
of  energy  use  in  a  representative  aver¬ 
age-use  cycle  (as  determined  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator)  and  from  representative 
average  unit  costs  (as  provided  by  the 
Administrator)  needed  to  operate  such 
product  during  such  cycle.  FEA  has  de¬ 
termined  that  the  representative  aver¬ 
age-use  cycle  for  conventional  ranges, 
conventional  cooking  tops,  conventional 
ovens,  and  microwave  ovens  is  one  year. 
This  determination  is  based  upon  NBS’ 
recommendation  to  FEA  which,  in  turn, 
is  based  upon  the  premise  that  a  cycle 
representing  a  year’s  usage  will  encom¬ 
pass  variations  such  as  seasonal  patterns, 
and  the  effects  of  vacations  and  holidays. 
NBS’  recommendation  is  available  for 
inspection  as  provided  for  later  in  this 
notice. 

FEA  intends  to  develop  representative 
average  unit  costs  of  energy  needed  to 
calculate  the  annual  operating  cost  for 
the  representative  average-use  cycle  and 
to  provide  this  information  to  manufac¬ 
turers  and  FTS  on  or  before  the  effective 
date  of  test  procedures  for  conventional 
ranges,  conventional  cooking  tops,  con¬ 
ventional  ovens,  and  microwave  ovens. 

E.  Number  of  Units  to  be  Tested 

Proposed  8  430.23  (i)  would  provide  for 
sampling  of  each  basic  model  to  be  tested 
when  testing  of  conventional  ranges, 
conventional  cooking  tops,  conventional- 
ovens,  and  microwave  ovens  is  required 
by  the  Act  or  by  program  regulations  of 
agencies  responsible  for  administering 
the  Act.  This  provision  is  intended  both 
to  provide  an  acceptable  level  of  assur¬ 
ance  that  test  results  are  applicable  to 
any  entire  basic  model  for  which  testing 
is  required  and  to  minimize  the  testing 
burden  on  manufacturers.  FEA  believes 
that  the  sampling  approach  proposed  to¬ 
day  will  enable  consumers  to  make 
meaningful  comparisons  of  information 
appearing  on  appliance  labels,  and  also 
will  meet  the  requirements  of  section  323 
(b)  of  the  Act  that  test  procedures  not  be 
unduly  burdensome  to  conduct. 

Under  proposed  8  420.23(1),  a  sample 
of  sufficient  size  of  each  basic  model 
would  be  tested  to  assure  that,  for  each 
measure  of  energy  consumption  de- 
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scribed  in  5  430.22 (i)  there  is  a  95  per¬ 
cent  probability  that  the  mean  of  the 
values  of  these  measures  of  the  sample  is 
within  5  percent  of  the  trde  mean  of 
these  measures  of  the  basic  model.  The 
size  of  the  sample  of  a  particular  basic 
model  will  depend  upon  the  following 
factors: 

<a>  The  level  of  confidence  required 
•  set  at  95  percent  in  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions)  ; 

<b)  The  maximum  allowable  difference 
between  the  sample  mean  and  the  mean 
of  the  basic  model  <  expressed  in  the  pro¬ 
posal  as  a  percent  of  the  true  mean  and 
set  at  5  percent) ;  and 

<c)  The  relationship  of  the  mean  and 
standard  deviation  of  the  basic  model. 

The  relationship  of  the  mean  and 
standard  deviation  of  the  basic  model 
can  be  determined  from  data  available 
to  manufacturers.  With  this  information 
and  using  standard  statistical  tech¬ 
niques.  manufacturers  can  determine  the 
number  of  units  required  to  be  tested.  In 
any  case,  no  fewer  than  three  units  of 
each  basic  model  must  be  tested.  Sample 
units  would  be  selected  randomly  from 
the  production  stream. 

Manufacturers  and  other  interested 
persons  are  encouraged  to  comment  on 
the  sampling  approach.  Manufacturers 
are  especially  encouraged  to  submit  any 
data  which  relates  to  the  size  of  the 
samples  which  the  provision  would  re¬ 
quire  to  be  tested.  Comments  alleging 
that  the  sampling  provision  is  burden¬ 
some  should  include  a  full  discussion  of 
the  facts  upon  which  such  allegation  is 
based. 

P.  Request  for  Particular  Comments 

While  PEA  is  soliciting  comments  on 
all  aspects  of  the  proposed  test  proce¬ 
dures  for  conventional  ranges,  conven¬ 
tional  cooking  tops,  conventional  ovens, 
and  microwave  ovens  PEA  is  particularly 
interested  in  receiving  comments  on  any 
other  useful  measures  of  energy  con¬ 
sumption  or  data  on  typical  consumer 
usage  of  conventional  ranges,  conven¬ 
tional  cooking  tops,  conventional  ovens, 
and  microwave  ovens  in  addition  to  those 
proposed  today. 

In  addition.  FEA  is  interested  in  re¬ 
ceiving  comments  on  any  definitions  al¬ 
ready  promulgated  or  proposed  in 
5  430.2,  as  discussed  above,  as  these  pro¬ 
visions  might  affect  the  testing  of  con¬ 
ventional  ranges,  conventional  cooking 
tops,  conventional  ovens,  and  microwave 
ovens.  Comments  with  respect  to  these 
definitions  are  timely  until  the  close  of 
the  written  record,  as  specified  below. 

G.  Comment  Procedure 

1.  Written  Comment.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  arp  invited  to  participate  in  this 
rulemaking  by  submitting  data,  views  or 
arguments  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
test  procedures  for  conventional  ranges, 
conventional  cooking,  tops,  conventional 
ovens,  and  microwave  ovens  set  forth  in 
this  notice  to  Executive  Communica¬ 
tions,  Room  3317,  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Box  NE.,  Washington.  DC. 
20461. 


Comments  should  be  identified  on  the 
outside  of  the  envelope  and  on  docu¬ 
ments  submitted  to  FEA  with  the  desig¬ 
nation  “Conventional  Ranges.  Conven¬ 
tional  Cooking  Tops.  Conventional 
Ovens,  and  Microwave  Ovens — Proposed 
Test  Procedures.”  Fifteen  copies  should 
be  submitted.  All  copies  received  by  Au¬ 
gust  8.  1977,  before  4:30  p.m..  e.d.t..  and 
all  other  relevant  information,  will  be 
considered  by  FEA  before  final  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  regulations. 

Any  information  or  data  considered  by 
the  person  furnishing  it  to  be  confiden¬ 
tial  must  be  so  identified  and  submitted 
in  writing,  one  copy  onlv.  FEA  reserves 
the  right  to  determine  the  confidential 
status  of  the  information  or  data  and- 
treat  it  according  to  its  determination. 

2.  Public  Hearings. — a.  Request  pro¬ 
cedures.  The  time  and  place  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  are  indicated  at  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  this  preamble.  The  hearing  will 
be  continued,  if  necessary,  on  August  12, 
1977.  .  * 

FEA  invites  any  person  who  has  an  in¬ 
terest  in  the  proposed  rulemaking  issued 
today,  or  who  is  a  representative  of  a 
group  or  class  of  persons  that  has  an 
interest  in  today’s  proposed  rulemaking, 
to  make  a  wTitten  request  for  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  make  an  oral  presentation. 
Such  a  request  should  be  directed  to  the 
address  indicated  at  the  beginning  of  this 
preamble  and  must  be  received  before 
4:30  p.m.  e.d.t.,  on  August  2.  1977.  Such 
a  request  may  be  hand  delivered  to  such 
address,  between  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and 
4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday.  A  re¬ 
quest  should  be  labeled  both  on  the  docu¬ 
ment  and  on  the  envelope  “Conventional 
Ranges,  Conventional  Cooking  Tops. 
Conventional  Ovens,  and  Microwave 
Ovens — Proposed  Test  Procedures.” 

The  person  making  the  request  should 
briefly  describe  the  interest  concerned; 
if  appropriate,  state  why  she  or  he  is  a 
proper  representative  of  a  group  or  class 
of  persons  that  has  such  an  interest;  and 
give  a  concise  summary  of  the  proposed 
oral  presentation  and  a  telephone  num¬ 
ber  where  she  or  he  may  be  contacted 
through  August  11,  1977. 

FEA  will  notify,  before  4:30  p.m.,  Au¬ 
gust  4.  1977.  each  person  selected  to 
appear  at  a  hearing.  Each  person  se¬ 
lected  to  be  heard  mast  submit  50  copies 
of  her  or  his  statement  to  the  address 
and  by  the  date  given  in  the  beginning 
of  this  preamble.  In  the  event  any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  testify  cannot  meet  the 
50  copy  requirement,  alternative  ar¬ 
rangements  can  be  made  with  the  Office 
of  Regulations  Management  in  advance 
of  the  hearing  by  so  indicating  in  the 
letter  requesting  an  oral  presentation  or 
by  calling  the  Office  of  Regulations  Man¬ 
agement  at  202-254-3345. 

b.  Conduct  of  Hearings.  FEA  reserves 
the  right  to  select  the  persons  to  be 
heard  at  this  hearing,  to  schedule  their 
respective  presentations  and  to  establish 
the  procedures  governing  the  conduct  of 
the  hearing.  The  length  of  each  presen¬ 
tation  may  be  limited,  based  on  the 
number  of  persons  requesting  to  be 
heard. 


An  FEA  official  will  be  designated  to 
preside  at  the  hearing.  This  will  not  be 
a  judicial  or  evidentiary-type  hearing. 
Questions  may  be  asked  only  by  those 
conducting  the  hearing,  and  there  will 
be  no  cross-examination  of  persons  pre¬ 
senting  statements.  Any  decision  made 
by  FEA  with  respect  to  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  hearing  will  be  based  on  all 
information  available  to  FEA.  At  the 
conclusion  of  all  initial  oral  statements, 
each  person  who  has  made  an  oral  state¬ 
ment  will  be  given  the  opportunity  if 
she  or  he  so  desires,  to  make  a  rebuttal 
statement.  The  rebuttal  statements  will 
be  given  in  the  order  in  which  the  initial 
statements  were  made  and  will  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  time  limitations. 

Any  interested  person  may  submit 
questions  to  be  asked  of  any  person 
making  a  statement  at  the  hearing  to 
Executive  Communications.  FEA.  before 
4:30  p.m.,  e.d.t.,  August  8.  1977.  FEA  will 
determine  whether  the  question  is  rele¬ 
vant,  and  whether  the  time  limitations 
permit  it  to  be  presented  for  answer. 

Any  person  who  makes  an  oral  state¬ 
ment  and  who  wishes  to  ask  a  question 
at  the  hearing  may  submit  the  question, 
in  writing,  to  the  presiding  officer.  The 
presiding  officer,  will  determine  whether 
the  question  is  relevant,  and  whether  the 
time  limitations  permit  it  to  be  presented 
for  answer. 

Any  further  procedural  rules  needed 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  the  hearing 
will  be  announced  by  the  presiding 
officer. 

A  transcript  of  the  hearing  will  be 
made  and  the  entire  record  of  the  hear¬ 
ing.  including  the  transcript,  will  be  re¬ 
tained  by  FEA  and  made  available  for 
inspection  at  the  FEA  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Office,  Room  2107,  Federal 
Building.  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue. 
NW„  Washington,  D.C.,  between  the 
hours  of  8  a  m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday.  Any  person  may  pur¬ 
chase  a  copy  of  the  transcript  from  the 
report.  A  copy  of  NBS’  recommendations 
concerning  test  procedures  for  conven¬ 
tional  ranges,  conventional  cooking  tops, 
conventional  ovens  and  microwave  ovens 
along  with  the  American  National 
Standard  <ANS>  C71.1.  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Electrical  Commission  Standard 
IEC-SC59H,  and  the  field  survey  data 
presented  in  the  proposed  A  HAM  Stand¬ 
ard  Test  Method  for  Measuring  Energy 
Consumption  of  Electric  and  Gas  Ovens 
and  Surface  Units  and  Microwave  Ovens 
<ER-5-EC)  on  August  2.  1976  will  also 
be  made  available  for  inspection  at  the 
FEA  Freedom  of  Information  Office. 

H.  Environmental  and  Inflationary 
Review 

As  required  by  section  7(c)  (2))  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of 
1974  (Pub.  L.  93-275),  a  copy  of  this 
notice  has  been  submitted  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  for  his  comments  con¬ 
cerning  the  impact  of  this  proposal  on 
the  quality  of  the  environment.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrator  has  no  comments. 

The  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  requires  FEA  to  assess  the 
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environmental  impacts  of  any  proposal 
by  the  Agency  for  “major  Federal  ac¬ 
tions  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment.”  Since  test 
procedures  under  the  conservation  pro¬ 
gram  for  appliances  will  be  used  only 
to  standardize  the  measurement  of  ener¬ 
gy  usage  and  will  not  affect  the  quantity 
or  distribution  of  energy  usage.  FEA  has 
determined  that  the  action  of  prescribing 
test  procedures,  by  itself,  will  not  result 
in  any  environmental  impacts.  On  this 
basis.  FEA  has  determined  that,  with 
respect  to  prescribing  test  procedures,  by 
itself,  will  not  result  in  anv  environmen¬ 
tal  impacts.  On  this  basis,  FEA  has  deter¬ 
mined  that,  with  respect  to  prescribing 
test  procedures  under  the  conservation 
program  for  appliances,  no  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  is  required. 

The  pronosal  has  been  reviewed  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  11821 
as  amended  bv  Executive  Order  11949, 
and  OMB  Circular  No.  A-107  and  has 
been  determined  not  to  be  a  major  pro¬ 
posal  requiring  evalution  of  its  economic 
impact  as  provided  for  therein. 

(Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act.  Pub. 
L.  94-163,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-385; 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of  1974. 
Pub.  L.  93-275,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-385; 
E  O.  11790,  39  FR  23185.) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Chapter  II  of  Title 
10,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  as  set 
forth  below. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  June  9, 
1977. 


Eric  J.  Fygi, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 


1.  Section  430.2  is  amended  by  adding 
a  subparagraph  (9)  as  part  of  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  “basic  model.”  and  by  reoro posing 
the  definition  of  “surface  unit."  and  by 
adding  definitions  of  “kitchen  ranges  and 
ovens,”  “conventional  range,”  “conven¬ 
tional  cooking  top,”  “conventional  oven," 
“microwave  oven.”  and  “other  kitchen 
ranges  and  ovens,"  to  read  as  follows : 

§  430.2  Definitions. 

•  *  •  •  * 

“Basic  model”  means  all  units  of  a 
given  type  of  covered  product  manufac¬ 
tured  by  one  manufacturer  and — 


*  *  *  *  * 

(9)  with  respect  to  conventional 
ranges,  conventional  cooking  tops,  con¬ 
ventional  ovens,  and  microwave  ovens, 
having  the  same  primary  energy  source 
and  essentially  identical  functional  phys¬ 
ical  and  electrical  characteristics. 


*  *  *  *  * 
"Kitchen  ranges  and  ovens”  means 
consumer  products  that  are  used  as  the 
principal  household  cooking  aopliances. 
They  are  designed  to  cook  or  heat  differ¬ 
ent  types  of  food  by  one  or  more  of  the 
following  sources  of  heat:  gas,  electricity, 
or  microwave  energy.  Each  product  may 
consist  of  a  horizontal  cooking  top  con¬ 
taining  surface  units  and/or  one  or  more 
heating  compartments.  They  must  be  one 


of  the  following  classes:  conventional 
ranges,  conventional  cooking  tops,  con¬ 
ventional  ovens,  microwave  ovens,  and 
other  kitchen  ranges  and  ovens. 

•  *  *  *  • 

“Conventional  range”  means  a  house¬ 
hold  cooking  appliance  consisting  of  a 
conventional  cooking  top  and  one  or 
more  conventional  ovens,  in  which  both 
the  cooking  top  and  the  oven  (or  ovens) 
utilize  either  gas  burners  or  electric  re¬ 
sistance  heaters  as  the  source  of  heat. 

*  *  *  *  * 

“Conventional  cooking  top”  means  a 
horizontal  surface  containing  surface 
units  heated  by  means  of  either  gas 
burners  or  electric  resistance  heaters. 

*  *  *  *  * 

“Conventional  oven”  means  a  com¬ 
partment  or  compartments  intended  for 
the  cooking  or  heating  of  food  by  means 
of  gas  burners  or  electric  resistance 
heaters.  It  may  include  a  broiler. 

*  *  *  *  * 

“Microwave  oven”  means  a  compart¬ 
ment  designed  to  heat  food  by  means  of 
microwave  energy. 

•  *  *  *  • 

“Other  kitchen  ranges  and  ovens” 
means  any  class  of  kitchen  ranges  and 
ovens  other  than  conventional  ranges, 
conventional  cooking  tops,  conventional 
ovens,  and  microwave  ovens. 

*  *  •  *  • 

"Surface  unit”  means  a  unit  mounted 
in  a  cooking  top  and  designed  for  the 
heating  or  cooking  of  food. 

****** 

2.  Section  430.22  is  amended  by  adding 
a  paragraph  (i),  to  read  as  follows: 

§  430.22  Test  procedures  for  measure* 
of  energy  consumption. 

*  •  *  •  * 

(i>  Conventional  ranges,  conven¬ 
tional  cooking  tops,  conventional 
ovens,  and  microivave  ovens.  (1)  The 
estimated  annual  operating  cost  for  con¬ 
ventional  cooking  tops  shall  be  the  pro¬ 
duct  of  the  following  two  factors — (i) 
The  total  conventional  cooking  top  an¬ 
nual  energy  consumption  in  kilowatt- 
hours  (kWh)  per  year  for  conventional 
electrical  cooking  tops  and  in  British 
thermal  units  (Btu’s)  per  year  for  con¬ 
ventional  gas  cooking  tops,  determined 
according  to  paragraph  4.2.2  of  Appendix 
I  of  this  subpart,  and  (ii)  the  representa¬ 
tive  average  unit  cost  in  dollars  per  kWh 
or  Btu  as  provided  by  the  Administrator, 
the  resulting  product  then  being  rounded 
off  to  the  nearest  dollar  per  year. 

(2)  The  estimated  annual  operating 
cost  for  conventional  ovens  shall  be  the 
product  of  the  following  two  factors — 
(i>  The  total  conventional  oven  annual 
energy  consumption  in  kWh  per  year  for 
conventional  electric  ovens  and  Btu’s  per 
year  for  conventional  gas  ovens,  deter¬ 
mined  according  to  paragraph  4.1.5  of 
Appendix  I  of  this  subpart,  and  (ii) 
the  representative  average  unit  cost  in 
dollars  per  kWh  or  Btu  as  provided  by 
the  Administrator,  the  resulting  product 


then  being  rounded  off  to  the  nearest 
dollar  per  year. 

(3)  The  estimated  annual  operating 
cost  for  conventional  ranges  shall  be  the 
product  of  the  following  two  factors — (i> 
The  total  conventional  range  annual 
energy  consumption,  in  kWh  per  year  for 
conventional  electric  ranges  and  Btu's 
per  year  for  conventional  gas  ranges, 
determined  according  to  paragraph  4.3 
of  Appendix  I  of  this  subpart,  and  (ii) 
the  representative  average  unit  cost  in 
kWh  or  Btu’s  as  provided  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  the  resulting  product  then  being 
rounded  off  to  the  nearest  dollar  per 
year. 

(4)  The  estimated  annual  operating 
cost  for  microwave  ovens  shall  be  the 
product  of  the  following  two  factors — 
(i)  The  total  microwave  oven  annual  en¬ 
ergy  consumption  in  kWh  per  year,  de¬ 
termined  according  to  paragraph  4.5.5 
of  Appendix  I  to  this  subpart,  and  (ii) 
the  representative  average  unit  costs  in 
dollars  per  kWh  as  provided  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  the  resulting  product  then 
being  rounded  off  to  the  nearest  dollar 
pear  year. 

(5)  The  energy  factor  for  conventional 
ranges,  conventional  cooking  tops,  con¬ 
ventional  ovens,  and  microwave  ovens 
shall  be  the  efficiency  of  the  conventional 
range,  conventional  cooking  top,  con¬ 
ventional  oven,  and  microwave  oven  as 
determined  according  to  paragraphs  4.4. 
4.2.1,  4.1.2,  and  4.5.4,  respectively,  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  of  this  subpart. 

(6)  Other  useful  measures  of  energy 
consumption  for  conventional  ranges, 
conventional  cooking  tops,  conventional 
ovens,  and  microwave  ovens  shall  be 
those  measures  of  energy  consumption 
for  conventional  ranges,  conventional 
cooking  tops,  conventional  ovens,  and 
microwave  ovens  which  the  Administra¬ 
tor  determines  are  likely  to  assist  cpn- 
sumers  in  making  purchasing  decisions 
and  which  are  derived  from  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  Appendix  I  to  this  subpart. 

***** 

3.  Section  430.23  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  a  paragraph  (i),  to  read  as  follows: 

§  430.23  Units  to  be  tested. 

***** 

(1)  Conventional  ranges,  conventional 
cooking  tops,  conventional  ovens,  and 
microwave  ovens.  (1)  When  testing  of 
conventional  ranges,  conventional  cook¬ 
ing  tops,  conventional  ovens,  and  mi¬ 
crowave  ovens  is  required  for  a  measure 
or  measures  of  energy  consumption  de¬ 
scribed  in  §430.22(i>  of  this  subpart,  a 
sample  of  sufficient  size  of  each  basic 
model  shall  be  tested  to  ensure  that, 
for  each  such  measure  of  energy  con¬ 
sumption,  there  is  a  95  percent  proba¬ 
bility  that  the  means  of  the  sample  is 
within  five  percent  of  the  true  mean 
of  such  measure  of  the  basic  model, 
except  that  no  fewer  than  three  units  of 
each  basic  model  shall  be  tested. 

(2)  The  sample  selected  for  para¬ 
graph  (i)(l)  of  this  section  shall  be  a 
simple  random  sample  drawn  from  the 
production  stream  of  the  basic  model 
being  tested. 
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(3)  A  basic  model  having  dual  voltage 
ratings  shall  be  separately  tested  at  each 
design  voltage  such  that  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  (i)(l)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  are  satisfied  at  each  rating. 

*  *  *  *  * 

4.  Subpart  B  of  Part  430  is  amended 
to  add  an  Appendix  I.  to  read  as 
follows : 

Appendix  I — Uniform  Test  Method  for 
Measuring  the  Energy  Consumption 
of  Conventional  Ranges,  Conven¬ 
tional  Cooking  Tops,  Conventional 
Ovens  and  Microwave  Ovens. 

1.  Definitions 

1.1  “Built-in”  means  the  product  is 
supported  by  surrounding  cabinetry,  walls, 
or  other  similar  structures. 

1.2  “Drop-in”  means  the  product  is 
supported  by  horizontal  surface  cabinetry. 

1.3  “Freestanding”  means  the  product 
is  not  supported  by  surrounding  cabinetry, 
walls,  or  other  similar  structures. 

1.4  "Electric  heating  element”  means  a 
surface  unit  on  which  vessels  are  placed 
and  then  heated  by  electric  resistance 
heaters. 

1.5  “Gas  heating  element”  means  a 
surface  unit  on  which  vessels  are  placed 
and  then  heated  by  gas  burners. 

2.  Test  Conditions. 

2.1  Installation. 

2.1.1  Conventional  electric  ranges.  Install 
conventional  electric  ranges  that  are  free¬ 
standing,  with  a  vertical  back  wall  ex¬ 
tending  at  least  one  foot  above  and  one  foot 
on  either  side  of  the  appliance  and  with  no 
side  walls,  with  all  electric  resistance 
heaters,  baking  racks,  and  baffles  in  place, 
and  in  accordance  with  manufacturer’s  in¬ 
structions.  Disconnect  all  electrical  devices 
not  necessary  to  the  operation  of  the  elec¬ 
tric  resistance  heaters  of  the  conventional 
electric  range.  Install  conventional  electric 
ranges  that  are  built-in,  in  an  enclosure 
constructed  in  accordance  with  manufac¬ 
turer’s  installation  instructions.  Conven¬ 
tional  electric  ranges  shall  be  connected  to 
an  electrical  supply  circuit  of  nameplate 
voltage  with  a  watt-hour  meter  installed  in 
the  circuit.  The  watt-hour  meter  shall  have 
a  maximum  error  not  greater  than  one 
percent. 

2.1.2  Conventional  gas  ranges.  Install 
conventional  gas  ranges  that  are  free¬ 
standing,  with  a  vertical  back  wall  extend¬ 
ing  at  least  one  foot  above  and  one  foot  on 
either  side  of  the  appliance  and  with  no 
side  walls,  with  all  gas  burners,  baking 
racks,  and  baffles  in  place,  and  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  manufacturer’s  instructions. 
Install  conventional  gas  ranges  that  are 
built-in,  in  an  enclosure  constructed  in 
accordance  with  manufacturer’s  installa¬ 
tion  instructions.  Conventional  gas  ranges 
shall  be  connected  to  a  gas  supply  line 
with  a  gas  displacement  meter  installed 
between  the  supply  line  and  the  range 
according  to  manufacturer’s  specifications. 
The  gas  displacement  meter  shall  have  a 
maximum  error  not  greater  than  one  per¬ 
cent.  Conventional  gas  ranges  with  electri¬ 
cal  ignition  devices  or  electrical  thermo¬ 
stats  shall  be  connected  to  an  electrical 
supply  circuit  of  nameplate  voltage  with 
a  watt-hour  meter  installed  in  the  circuit. 
The  watt-hour  meter  shall  have  a  maxi¬ 
mum  error  not  greater  than  one  percent. 
All  other  electrical  devices  not  necessary 


to  the  operation  of  the  gas  burners 
of  the  conventional  gas  range  shall  be 
disconnected. 

2.1.3  Conventional  electric  ovens.  Install 
conventional  electric  ovens  with  all  electric 
resistance  heaters,  baking  racks  and  baffles 
in  place  and  in  accordance  with  the  manu¬ 
facturer’s  instructions.  Disconnect  all  elec¬ 
trical  devices  not  necessary  to  the  operation 
of  the  electric  resistance  heaters  of  the 
conventional  electric  oven.  Conventional 
electric  ovens  shall  be  connected  to  an 
electrical  supply  circuit  of  nameplate  volt¬ 
age  with  a  watt-hour  meter  installed  in  the 
circuit.  The  watt-hour  meter  shall  have  a 
maximum  error  not  greater  than  one 
percent. 

2.1.4  Conventional  gas  ovens.  Install  the 
conventional  gas  oven  with  all  gas  burners, 
baking  racks,  and  baffles  in  place  and  in 
accordance  with  the  manufacturer’s  in¬ 
structions.  Conventional  gas  ovens  shall 
be  connected  to  a  gas  supply  line  according 
to  manufacturer’s  specifications  with  a  gas 
displacement  meter  installed  between  the 
supply  line  and  the  conventional  gas  oven. 
The  gas  displacement  meter  shall  have  a 
msfdnium  error  not  greater  than  one  per¬ 
cent.  Conventional  gas  ovens  with  electrical 
ignition  devices  or  electrical  thertnostats 
shall  be  connected  to  an  electrical  supply 
circuit  of  nameplate  voltage  with  a  watt- 
hour  meter  installed  in  the  circuit.  The 
watt-hour  meter  shall  have  a  maximum 
error  not  greater  than  one  percent.  All 
other  electrical  devices  not  necessary  to 
the  operation  of  the  gas  burners  of  the  con¬ 
ventional  gas  oven  shall  be  disconnected. 

2.1.5  Conventional  electric  cooking  tops. 
Install  the  electric  heating  elements  to  be 
tested  in  the  conventional  electric  cooking 
top  in  which  they  will  be  used  or  in  a 
thermally  and  mechanically  equivalent 
fixture  with  all  component  parts  attached 
in  accordance  with  the  manufacturer’s 
instructions.  Disconnect  all  electrical  de¬ 
vices  not  necessary  to  the  operation  of  the 
electric  heating  elements  of  the  conven¬ 
tional  electric  cooking  top.  Conventional 
electric  cooking  tops  shall  be  connected 
to  an  electrical  supply  circuit  of  nameplate 
voltage  with  a  watt-hour  meter  installed 
in  the  circuit.  The  watt-hour  meter  shall 
have  a  maximum  error  not  greater  than 
one  percent. 

2.1.6  Conventional  gas  cooking  tops. 
Install  the  gas  heating  elements  to  be 
tested  in  the  conventional  gas  cooking 
top  in  which  they  will  be  used  or  in  a 
thermally  and  mechanically  equivalent 
fixture  with  all  component  parts  attached 
in  accordance  with  the  manufacturer’s 
instructions.  Conventional  gas  cooking 
tops  shall  be  connected  to  a  gas  supply 
line  according  to  manufacturer’s  specifica¬ 
tions  and  have  a  gas  displacement  meter 
installed  between  the  gas  supply  line  and 
the  conventional  gas  cooking  top.  The  gas 
displacement  meter  shall  have  a  maximum 
error  not  greater  than  one  percent.  Con¬ 
ventional  gas  cooking  tops  with  electrical 
ignition  devices  shall  be  connected  to  a 
electrical  supply  circuit  of  nameplate 
voltage  with  a  watt-hour  meter  installed 
in  the  circuit.  The  watt-hour  meter  shall 
have  a  maximum  error  not  greater  than 
one  percent.  All  other  electrical  devices 
not  necessary  to  the  operation  of  the  gas 
heating  elements  of  the  conventional  gas 
cooking  top  shall  be  disconnected. 

2.1.7  Microwave  ovens.  Install  the 
microwave  oven  in  accordance  with  the 


manufacturer’s  instructions.  A  watt-hour 
meter  shall  be  installed  in  the  circuit  having 
a  maximum  error  not  greater  than  one 
percent. 

2.2  Energy  supply. 

2.2.1  Electrical  supply.  Maintain  the 
electrical  supply  to  the  conventional 
range,  conventional  cooking  top,  con¬ 
ventional  oven  and  microwave  oven  within 
one  percent  of  the  center  of  its  nameplate 
voltage  range  for  the  entire  test. 

2.2.2  Gas  supply. 

2.2.2. 1  Natural  gas.  Maintain  the  gas 
supply  to  a  unit  that  uses  natural  gas  at  the 
normal  inlet  test  pressure  immediately 
ahead  of  all  controls  at  7  to  10  inches  of 
water  column.  The  regulator  outlet  pressure 
at  normal  test  pressure  shall  be  approxi¬ 
mately  that  recommended  by  the  manufac¬ 
turer.  Adjust  the  gas  burners  to  be  within 
±5  percent  of  the  Btu  rating  specified  by 
the  manufacturer.  The  natural  gas  sup¬ 
plied  should  have  a  heating  value  of  ap¬ 
proximately  1,025  Btu’s  per  standard 
cubic  foot.  The  actual  heating  value, 
//„,  in  Btu’s  per  standard  cubic  foot,  for 
the  natural  gas  to  be  used  in  the  test  shall 
be  derived  from  measurements  made  with 
equipment  which  is  accurate  to  within  0.5 
percent  of  its  indicated  value. 

2.2.2.2  Propane  gas.  Maintain  the  gas 
supply  to  a  unit  that  uses  propane  gas  at 
the  normal  inlet  test  pressure  immediately 
ahead  of  all  controls  at  11  to  13  inches  of 
water  column.  The  regulator  outlet  pres¬ 
sure  at  normal  test  pressure  shall  be  ap¬ 
proximately  that  recommended  by  the 
manufacturer.  Adjust  the  gas  burners  to  be 
within  ±5  percent  of  the  Btu  rating 
specified  by  the  manufacturer.  The  propane 
gas  supplied  should  have  a  heating  value 
of  approximately  2,500  Btu’s  per  standard 
cubic  foot.  The  actual  heating  value,  Hv, 
in  Btu’s  per  standard  cubic  foot,  for  the 
propane  gas  to  be  used  in  the  test,  shall 
be  derived  from  measurements  made  with 
equipment  which  is  accurate  to  within  0.5 
percent  of  its  indicated  value. 

2.3  Air  circulation.  Maintain  air  circu¬ 
lation  in  the  room  sufficient  to  secure 
reasonable  uniform  temperature  distribu¬ 
tion,  but  do  not  cause  a  direct  draft  on  the 
unit  under  test. 

2.4  Setting  the  conventional  oven  thermo¬ 
stat. 

2.4.1  Conventional  electric  oven.  Install 
a  thermocouple  approximately  in  the  center 
of  the  usable  baking  space.  Provide  an 
associated  temperature  measurement  and 
indicator  system.  The  accuracy  of  the 
temperature  indicator  system  shall  be 
within  1°  F  of  the  indicated  temperature. 
Adjust  or  determine  the  conventional 
electric  oven  thermostat  setting  which  will 
provide  an  average  internal  temperature 
of  325  +  5°  F  above  room  temperature. 
Determine  the  average  internal  tempera¬ 
ture  from  the  maximum  and  minimum 
temperatures  measured  in  three  consecu¬ 
tive  “cut-off/cut-on”  actions  of  the  electric 
resistance  heaters  by  the  thermostat  after 
the  specified  temperature  rise  has  been 
attained  by  the  conventional  electric  oven. 
Remove  the  thermocouples  after  the 
thermostat  has  been  set. 

2.4.2  Conventional  gas  oven.  In&tall  five 
parallel-connected  thermocouples,  one  lo¬ 
cated  at  the  center  of  the  conventional  gas 
oven’s  usable  baking  space  and  the  other 
four  equally  spaced  between  the  center  and 
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the  comers  of  the  conventional  gas  oven 
on  the  diagonals  of  a  horizontal  plane 
through  the  center  of  the  conventional  gas 
oven.  Provide  an  associated  temperature 
measurement  and  indicator  system.  The 
accuracy  of  the  temperature  indicator 
83rstem  shall  be  within  1°  F  of  the  indicated 
temperature.  Adjust  or  determine  the 
conventional  gas  oven  thermostat  setting 
which  will  provide  an  average  internal 
temperature  of  325  ±5*  F  above  room 
temperature.  Determine  the  average  in¬ 
ternal  temperature  from  the  maximum  and 
minimum  temperatures  measured  in  three 
consecutive  “cut-off/cut-on”  actions  of  the 
gas  burners  by  the  thermostat  after  the 
specified  temperature  rise  has  been  attained 
by  the  conventional  gas  oven.  Remove  the 
thermocouples  after  the  thermostat  has 
been  set. 

2.5  Ambient  temperature.  Maintain  am¬ 
bient  test  room  air  temperature  ( T r),  at 
77  ±  9°F  as  measured  at  least  5  feet  and  not 
more  than  8  feet  from  the  nearest  surface 
of  the  unit  under  test  and  approximately 
3  feet  above  the  floor.  The  temperature  shall 
be  measured  with  a  device  that  is  accurate 
within  1°F  of  the  indicated  temperature. 

2.6  Normal  nonoperating  temperature. 

2.6.1  Conventional  electric  oven.  Normal 
nonoperating  temperature  for  a  conven¬ 
tional  electric  oven  is  within  1  degree 
Farenheit  of  the  ambient  room  air  tem¬ 
perature  as  determined  in  2.5. 

2.6.2  Conventional  electric  cooking  top. 
Normal  nonoperating  temperature  for  a 
conventional  electric  cooking  top  is  within 
1  degree  Farenheit  of  the  ambient  room 
air  temperature  as  determined  in  2.5. 

2.6.3  Conventional  gas  oven.  Normal 
nonoperating  temperature  for  a  conven¬ 
tional  gas  oven  is  equivalent  to  within  1°F 
of  the  temperature  of  a  conventional  gas 
oven  which  has  not  been  used,  with  the 
conventional  oven  door  closed,  for  at 
least  24  hours  in  the  ambient  room  air  tem¬ 
perature  as  determined  in  2.5. 

2.6.4  Conventional  gas  cooking  top.  Nor¬ 
mal  nonoperating  temperature  for  a  con¬ 
ventional  gas  cooking  top  is  equivalent  to 
within  one  degree  Farenheit  of  the  tem¬ 
perature  of  a  conventional  gas  cooking  top 
which  has  not  been  used  for  at  least  24 
hours  in  the  ambient  room  air  temperature 
as  determined  in  2.5. 

2.7  Test  blocks. 

2.7.1  Test  block  site. 

2.7.1. 1  Conventional  oven.  The  block 
shall  be  made  of  aluminum  alloy  No.  6061, 
with  a  specific  heat  of  0.23  Btu’s/lb  °F 
The  oven  test  block  shall  be  6.25 ±.05 
inches  in  diameter,  approximately  2.8  inches 
in  height  and  weight  8.5±0.1  lb  (Wi) 
The  test  block  shall  have  a  hole  at  the 
center  of  the  top  of  the  block.  The  hole 
shall  be  .08  in  in  diameter  and  l>e  0.80  in 
deep.  The  bottom  of  the  block  shall  Ik* 
flat  to  within  ±  .002  in.  The  finished  test 
block  shall  be  anodized  with  a  black  hard 
coat  .005  in  minimum  thickness. 

2.7.1. 2  Conventional  cooking  top. 

2.7. 1.2.1  Small  surface  unit.  The  block 
shall  be  made  of  aluminum  alloy  No.  6061, 
with  a  specific  heat  of  0.23  Btu’s/lb  °F. 
The  block  shall  be  6.25 ±.05  inches  in 
diameter,  approximately  2.8  inches  in 
height  and  weigh  8.5 ±0.1  lb  (IF*).  The 
block  shall  have  a  hole  at  the  center  of  the 
top  of  the  (dock.  The  hole  shall  be  .08  in 


in  diameter  and  0.80  in.  deep.  The  bottom 
of  the  block  ,.»all  be  flat  to  within  ±  .002  in. 

2.7. 1.2.2  Large  surface  unit.  The  block 
shall  be  made  of  aluminum  alloy  No.  6061, 
specific  heat  0.23  Btu’s/lb  °F.  The  block 
shall  be  9.0 ±.05  inches  in  diameter  and 
approximately  3.0  in  in  height  and  weigh 
19.0 ±0.1  lb  (IF,).  The  block  shall  have  a 
hole  at  the  center  of  the  top  of  the  block. 
The  hole  shall  be  .08  inch  in  diameter  and 
0.08  in  deep.  The  bottom  of  the  block 
shall  be  flat  to  within  ±  .002  in. 

2.7.2  Thermocouple  installation.  Install 
the  thermocouple  such  that  the  thermo¬ 
couple  junction  with  the  test  block  is  at 
the  bottom  of  the  hole  provided  in  the  test 
block  and  that  the  thermocouple  makes  a 
good  thermal  contact  with  the  bottom  of 
the  hole  or  with  the  side  of  the  block  at  the 
bottom  of  the  hole.  Provide  an  associated 
temperature  measurement  and  indicator 
system.  The  accuracy  of  the  temperature 
indicator  system  shall  be  within  1°F  of 
the  indicated  temperature. 

2.7.3  Test  block  temperature.  Maintain 
the  initial  temperature  of  the  test  blocks 
(7/),  within  ±4°F  of  the  room  temperature. 

2.8  Test  beakers. 

2.8.1.  Test  beaker  size.  The  test  beakers 
shall  Ik*  made  of  thin  walled  glass.  Two 
test  beakers  shall  have  an  inside  diameter 
of  approximately  85  millimeters  (mm). 
Three  test  beakers  shall  have  an  inside 
diameter  of  approximately  110  mm. 

2.8.2  Test  beaker  load.  Fill  one  of  the 
85  mm  diameter  test  beakers  writh  275 
milliliters  (ml)  ±  1  percent  of  distilled 
water  containing  1  percent  by  weight 
NaCl  (sodium  chloride).  Fill  one  of  the 
85  mm  diameter  test  beakers  with  500- 
ml±l  pet  of  distilled  water  containing 
1  percent  by  weight  NaCl.  Fill  the  110 
mm  diameter  test  beakers  with  1,000ml  ±  1 
percent  of  distilled  water  containing 
1  percent  of  weight  NaCl. 

2.8.2. 1  Test  beaker  water  load  tempera¬ 
ture.  Maintain  the  initial  temperature 
of  the  test  beaker  water  load  within  one 
degree  Farenheit  of  room  temperature. 
The  temperature  shall  be  measured  with 
a  device  that  assures  that  the  measured 
temperature  is  within  one  degree  Farenheit 
of  the  actual  value. 

3.  Test  methods  and  measurements. 

3.1  Test. 

3.1.1  Conventional  oven.  Perform  a  test 
by  establishing  the  testing  conditions 
set  forth  in  2  of  this  Appendix,  and  adjust 
any  pilot  lights  of  a  conventional  gas 
oven  in  accordance  with  the  manufacturer’s 
instructions  and  turn  off  the  gas  flow 
to  the  conventional  cooking  top.  Set 
the  conventional  oven  test  block  approxi¬ 
mately  in  the  center  of  the  usable  baking 
space  with  the  conventional  oven  at  its 
normal  nonoperating  temperature.  Turn 
oven  thermostat  to  the  setting  which 
provides  an  average  internal  temperature 
of  325±5°F  al>ove  ambient  temperature. 
If  there  is  a  special  control  or  mode  of 
operation,  set  for  normal  baking.  The 
conventional  oven  shall  remain  on  for 
at  least  one  complete  thermostat  “cut-off/ 
cut-on”  of  the  electrical  resistance  heaters 
or  gas  burners  after  the  test  block  tempera¬ 
ture  has  increased  234°  F  above  its  initial 
temperature. 

3.1. 1.1  Self-cleaning.  Perform  a  test 
by  establishing  the  testing  conditions  set 
forth  in  2  of  the  Appendix.  Adjust  any 
pilot  lights  of  a  conventional  gas  oven  in. 


accordance  with  the  manufacturer’s  in¬ 
structions  and  turn  off  the  gas  flow  to  the 
conventional  cooking  top.  With  the  con¬ 
ventional  oven  at  its  normal  nonoperating 
temperature,  set  the  conventional  oven 
self-cleaning  process  in  accordance  with 
manufacturer’s  instructions.  If  the  clean¬ 
ing  process  is  adjustable,  use  the  average 
recommended  time  for  a  moderately  soiled 
oven. 

3. 1. 1.2  Continuously  burning  pilot  lights. 
Perform  a  test  by  establishing  the  test 
conditions  set  forth  in  2  of  this  Appendix. 
Adjust  any  pilot  lights  of  a  conventional 
gas  oven  in  accordance  with  the  manu¬ 
facturer’s  instructions  and  turn  off  the 
gas  flow  to  the  conventional  cooking  top. 
Meter  for  a  period  (L0)  of  at  least  24 
hours  the  gas  consumption  of  the  pilot 
lights  under  test. 

3.1.2  Conventional  cooking  top.  Perform 
a  test  by  establishing  the  testing  conditions 
set  forth  in  2  of  this  Appendix.  Adjust 
any  pilot  lights  of  a  conventional  gas 
cooking  top  in  accordance  with  the  manu¬ 
facturer’s  instructions  and  turn  off  the 
gas  flow  to  the  conventional  oven.  With 
the  conventional  cooking  top  at  its  normal 
non-operation  temperature,  set  the  test 
block  in  the  center  of  the  hearing  element 
under  test.  The  small  test  block  shall  be 
used  on  electric  heating  elements  7  inches 
or  less  in  diameter.  The  large  test  block 
shall  be  used  on  electric  heating  elements 
over  7  inches  in  diameter  and  on  all  gas 
heating  elements.  Energize  the  heating 
element  at  its  maximum  energy  input 
rate  (100  percent).  When  the  test  block 
reaches  144°  F  above  its  initial  test 
block  temperature,  immediately  reduce 
the  energy  input  rate  to  25  ±5  percent 
of  the  maximum  energy  input  rate.  After 
15  ±0.1  minutes  at  the  reduced  energy 
setting,  turn  off  the  gas  or  electric  heating 
element  under  test. 

3. 1.2.1  Continuously  Imrnino  pilot  lights. 
Perform  a  test  by  establishing  the  test  con¬ 
ditions  set  forth  in  2  of  this  Appendix. 
Adjust  any  pilot  lights  of  a  conventional 
gas  cooking  top  in  accordance  with  the 
manufacturer’s  instructions  and  turn  off 
the  gas  flow  to  the  conventional  oven. 
Meter  for  a  time  (L,)  of  at  least  24  hours 
the  gas  consumption  of  the  pilot  lights 
under  test. 

3.1.3  Microwave  oven.  Perform  the  tests 
by  establishing  the  testing  conditions  set 
forth  in  2  of  this  Appendix.  Four  tests  are 
to  be  conducted  with  the  water  test  loads 
in  the  following  sequence:  2,000  ml,  1,000 
ml,  500  ml  and  275  ml.  For  the  2,000  ml 
test,  set,  side  by  side,  two  of  the  110  mm 
diameter  test  beakers  each  containing 
1,000  ml  of  the  specified  water  load  in  the 
approximate  center  of  the  load  carrying 
surface  of  the  oven,  and  operate  the  micro- 
wave  oven  at  its  maximum  microwave 
power  setting  until  the  temperature  of  the 
water  load  has  been  raised  45±9°F.  Allow 
one  minute  for  changing  the  test  load 
beakers  between  each  of  the  tests.  For  the 
1,000  ml  test,  set  one  of  the  110  mm  diam¬ 
eter  test  beakers  containing  1,000  ml  of 
the  specified  water  load  in  approximately 
the  center  of  the  load  carrying  surface 
of  the  oven,  and  operate  the  microwave 
oven  at  its  maximum  microwave  power 
setting  until  the  temperature  of  the  water 
load  has  been  raised  45±9°F.  For  the 
500  ml  test,  set  one  of  the  85  mm  diameter 
test  beakers  containing  500  ml  of  water 
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load  in  approximately  the  center  of  the 
load  carrying  surface  of  the  oven,  and 
operate  the  microwave  oven  at  its  maxi¬ 
mum  microwave  power  setting  until  the 
temperature  of  the  water  load  has  been 
raised  45±9°F.  For  the  275  ml  test,  set 
the  85  mm  diameter  test  beaker  containing 
275  ml  water  load  in  approximately  the 
center  of  the  oven's  load  carrying  surface, 
and  operate  the  microwave  oven  at  its 
maximum  microwave  power  setting  until 
the  temperature  of  the  water  load  has  been 
raised  45±9°F. 

3.2  Energy  consumption. 

3.2.1  Conventional  men  test  energy  con- 
sum  pt ion.  Measure  the  block  temperature, 
7V,  and  the  energy  consumed,  Ea,  at  the 
end  of  the  last  “ON”  period  of  the  conven¬ 
tional  oven  before  the  block  reaches  T0 
(T0  is  234°F  above  the  initial  block  tem¬ 
perature  (Ti).  Measure  the  block  tempera¬ 
ture,  Tb,  and  energy  consumed  fiB,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  next  “ON”  period. 
Measure  the  block  temperature,  Tc,  and 
energy  consumed,  fir,  at  the  end  of  that 
“ON”  period.  Measure  the  block  tempera¬ 
ture,  TD,  and  energy  consumed  Ed,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  following  “ON”  period. 
Measure  any  electrical  energy,  fi/o,  con¬ 
sumed  by  an  ignition  device  or  thermostat 
of  a  conventional  gas  oven  in  watt- hours. 

3.2. 1.1  Self-cleaning  test  measurement 
Measure  the  self-cleaning  conventional 
oven  energy  consumption,  fi„  specified  as 
the  number  of  watt-hours  of  electrical 
energy  or  cubic  feet  of  gas,  consumed  dur¬ 
ing  the  self-cleaning  test  set  forth  in  3.1.1 
of  this  Appendix.  Measure  any  electrical 
energy,  Em,  consumed  by  an  ignition  de¬ 
vice  of  a  self-cleaning  conventional  oven  in 
watt-hours. 

3.2. 1.2  Gas  consumption  of  continuously 
burning  pilot  lights.  Measure  the  gas  con¬ 
sumption  of  the  pilot  lights,  P„  specified 
as  the  cubic  feet  of  gas  consumed  during 
the  test  set  forth  in  3. 1.1.2. 

3.2.2  Conventional  cooking  to  test  energy 
consumption.  For  the  gas  or  electric  heat¬ 
ing  element  under  test,  measure  the 
energy  consumption,  Ect,  and  the  test 
block  temperature,  Tct,  at  the  end  of  the 
15  minute  (reduced  input  setting)  test 
interval  for  the  test  specified  in  3.1.2  and 
the  total  time  (7V),  in  hours,  the  element  is 
under  test.  Measure  any  electrical  energy, 
Etc,  consumed  by  an  ignition  device  of  a 
gas  heating  element  in  watt-hours. 

3.2.2. 1  Energy  consumption  of  continu¬ 
ously  burning  pilot  lights.  If  the  conventional 
cooking  top  under  test  has  one  or  more 
continuously  burning  pilot  lights,  measure 
the  gas  consumed  during  the  test  Jt»y  the, 
pilot  lights,  P„  in  cubic  feet  of  gas 
specified  in  3. 1.2. 1. 

3.2.3  Microwave  test  cycle  energy  con¬ 
sumption.  Measure  the  initial,  Tun  and 
final,  7V,,  temperature,  in  degrees  Fahren¬ 
heit  (°F),  of  the  water  test  load  for  the 
2,000  ml,  1,000  ml,  500  ml  and  275  ml 
tests.  The  final  temperature,  7V<,  shall  be 
measured  after  the  test  load  has  been 
stirred  to  insure  uniform  temperature 
distribution.  Measure  the  elasped  time,  f„ 
in  seconds,  until  the  temperature  rise  of 
the  water  load  is  45  ±  9°F. 

Measure  the  electrical  input  energy,  E„ 
in  watt-hours  consumed  by  the  microwave 
oven  during  the  elapsed  time,  f„  for  each 
test. 


3.3  Recorded  values. 

3.3.1  Record  the  test  room  tempera¬ 
ture,  7V,  for  each  test  in  degrees  Farenheit. 

3.3.2  Record  measured  test  block 
weights  W\,  Wt,  BV. 

3.3.3  Record  the  initial  temperature, 
T/,  of  the  test  block  under  test. 

3.3.4  Record  the  conventional  oven  test 
measurements  TV,  Ea,  TV,  fiB,  Tc,  Ec, 
To,  and  Ed- 

3.3.5  Record  the  measured  energy  con¬ 
sumption,  fig,  for  the  self-cleaning  con¬ 
ventional  oven  test. 

3.3.6  Record  elapsed  time,  L„,  that  any 
conventional  oven  continuously  'burning 
pilot  lights  are  under  test. 

3.3.7  Record  the  elapsed  time,  Le,  that 
any  conventional  cooking  top  continuously 
burning  pilot  lights  are  under  test. 

3.3.8  Record  the  gas  consumption  of 
any  continouusly  burning  pilot  lights, 
P9  and  Pc. 

3.3.9  Record  the  total  time  ( Tt )  in 
hours  required  for  the  heating  element  test 
in  3.2.2. 

3.3.10  For  the  heating  element  under 
test,  record  the  energy  consumption, 
Ect,  aud  the  final  test  block  temperature, 
Tct- 

3.3.11  Record  the  electrical  input  eu* 
ergy,  E„  the  elapsed  time,  t„  and  initial 
(Tui)  and  final  (TV.)  temperature  of  the 
water  load  for  each  microwave  oven  test. 

3.3.12  Record  the  heating  value,  T/„  as 
determined  in  2.2.2. 1  of  this  Appendix  for 
the  natural  gas  supply. 

3.3.13  Record  the  heating  value,  //„, 
as  determined  in  2.2.2.2  of  this  Appendix 
for  the  propane  gas  supply. 

4.  Calculation  of  derived  results  from  test 
measurements. 

4.1  Conventional  oven  energy  consump¬ 
tion. 

4.1.1  Conventional  oven  test  energy  con¬ 
sumption. 

4.1.1  Conventional  electric  oven  lest 

energy  consumption. 


Ea  =  energy  consumed  in  watt-hours  at 
the  end  of  the  last  "on”  period 
before  the  testf  block  reaches  To. 
7’*  =  block  temperature  at  the  beginning 
of  the  “ON”  period  after  the  test 
block  reaches  7©. 

fiB  =  energy  consumed  in  watt-hours  at 
the  beginning  of  the  “ON”  period 
after  the  test  block  reaches  T0. 
7V  =  block  temperature  at  the  end  of  the 
“ON”  period  in  which  7V  and  fia 
were  measured. 

fir = energy  consumed  in  watt-hours  at 
the  end  of  the  “ON”  period  in 
which  Tb  and  Eb  were  measured. 
TD—  block  temperature  at  the  l>eginning 
of  the  “ON”  period  which  follows 
the  period  in  which  Tc  was 
measured. 

fi©  =  energy  consumed  in  watt-hours  at 
the  beginning  of  the  “ON”  period 
which  follows  the  period  in  which 
Tc  was  measured. 

4. 1.1. 2  Coni'entional  gas  oven  test  energy 
consumption.  For  each  conventional  gas 
oven  of  the  basic  model  tested,  calculate 
the  tost  energy  consumption,  E,  expressed 
in  Btu’s  and  corresponding  to  To  and 
defined  as: 

E  =  (fi/oX  E»)  +  Eo, 

where 

Eio = any  electrical  energy  consumed  by 
an  ignition  device  or  thermostat 
of  the  conventional  gas  oven  as 
measured  in  3.2.1. 

H,  =  conversion  factor  of  watt-hours  to 
Btu’s  (3.412  Btu’s/wh). 

Eo=  ( fi.sX  H) 

+T¥2=^ rJB\y(Eco-EAB)X(H). 

t  l  CD—  i  AB ) 

where 

H= either  Hm  or  Hp,  the  heating  value 
of  the  gas  used  in  the  test  as 
specified  in  2.2.2. 1  and  2.2.2.2, 
in  Btu’s  per  standard  cubic  foot. 


For  each  conventional  electric  oven  of  the 
basic  model  tested,  calculate  the  test 
energy  consumption,  Eo,  expressed  in  Btu’s, 
and  corresponding  to  T0  and  defined  as: 

Eo—(EabXH,) 


t  —  Ta  +  Tb 
Tab  2 


Tcd 


Tc+Td 

2 


+[^=^X(fico-fi4*)x(fi,)]« 

where 

H,=  conversion  factor  of  watt-hours  to 
Btu’s  (3.412  Btu/wh). 


Tab  = 


Ta  +  Tb 
2 


Tcd  — 


Tc+Td 

2 


P  Ea  +  Eh 

&AB=* - ~ - 


Ecd 


Eq+  Ed 
2 


where 

7o=234°F  above  the  initial  block 
temperature. 

TV =  block  temperature  at  the  end  of  the 
last  “ON”  period  of  the  conven¬ 
tional  oven  before  the  test  block 
reaches  TQ. 


E 


AB  — 


Ea  +  Eb 
2 


p  _Ec+Ed 
Ecd—  2 


where 

7o=234°F  above  the  initial  block  tem¬ 
perature. 

7V  =  block  temperature  at  the  end  of  the 
last  “ON”  period  of  the  conven¬ 
tional  oven  before  the  test  block 
reaches  7o- 

Ea  =  energy  consumed  at  the  end  of  the 
last  “ON”  period  before  the  test 
block  reaches  T0. 

7’*  =  block  temperature  at  the  beginning 
of  the  “ON”  period  after  the  test 
block  reaches  T0. 

Eb= energy  consumed  at  the  beginning 
of  the  “ON”  period  after  the  test 
block  reaches  T0. 

Tc= block  temperature  at  the  end  of  the 
“ON”  period  in  which  TB  and 
fia  were  measured. 

fic= energy  consumed  at  the  end  of  the 
“ON”  period  in  which  TB  and 
Eb  were  measured. 
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J'D  =  block  temperature  at  the  beginning 
of  the  “ON”  period  which  follows 
the  period  in  which  Tq  was 

measured. 

Ef>= energy  consumed  at  the  beginning 
of  the  “ON”  period  which  follows 
the  period  in  which  TG  was 

measured. 

4. 1.1.3  Test  energy  consumption  of  any 
continuously  burning  pilot  lights.  Calculate 
the  test  energy  consumption  of  any 

continuously  burning  pilot  lights,  Ep0, 

expressed  in  Btu’s  per  hour  and  defined  as: 


Ep„= 


PoXH 
L,  ' 


where 

Po= cubic  feet  of  gas  consumed  by  any 
pilot  lights  as  determined  in  3.2. 1.2. 

H=Hn  or  Hp,  the  heating  value  of  the 
gas  used  in  the  test  as  specified  in 

2.2.2. 1  and  2. 2.2.2  in  Btu’s  per 
standard  cubic  foot. 

Lo= elapsed  test  time  in  hours  for  any 
pilot  lights  tested. 

4.1.2  Conventional  oven  efficiency. 

4. 1.2.1  Conventional  electric  oven  effi¬ 
ciency.  For  each  conventional  electric  oven 
of  the  basic  model  tested,  calculate  the 
efficiency,  Eff£o,  using  the  following 
equation: 

Effno—  H’.  X  CpX-pr  ’ 

where 

1Fi  =  measured  weight  of  test  block,  in 
pounds. 

C„= specific  heat  of  test  block,  or  0.23 
Btu’s/lb  °F. 

T=  temperature  rise  of  test  block  (234°F). 
Ep— energy  consumed  to  raise  temperature 
of  test  block  234°F,  as  calculated 
in  4.1. l.l. 


where 

0„= Annual  useful  energy  output  (181,300 
Btu’s  per  year) 

/  =  Annual  cooking  energy  consumption 

= - 0j—, t+Y0XEP0, 

XCrX~ 

where 

1Fi  =  measured  weight  of  test  block,  in 
pounds. 

Cp= specific  heat  of  test  block,  0.23 
Btu/lb  °F. 

T=  temperature  rise  of  test  block 
(243°F). 

E=  conventional  gas  oven  energy  con¬ 
sumed  as  calculated  in  4. 1.1.2. 

Y,=  A-B, 

where 

A  =  total  number  of  hours  in  a  year, 
(8760  hours  per  year). 

B=  number  of  hours  any  continuously 
burning  pilot  lights  contribute  to 
the  heating  of  the  conventional  oven 
for  cooking  food,  (300  hours  per 
year). 

Epo= test  energy  consumption  of  any 
continuously  burning  pilot  lights  of 
a  conventional  gas  oven,  in  Btu’s 
per  hour,  as  determined  according 
to  4.1. 1.3. 

4. 1.2.3  Conventional  oven  efficiency  of  a 
basic  model.  Calculate  the  conventional 
oven  efficiency,  EffAO,  of  the  basic  model 
tested,  using  the  following  equation : 


EffAO=iz 


f=i 


( Efft)i 
n 


where, 


4. 1.2.2  Conventional  gas  oven  efficiency. 

4.1. 2.2.1  Efficiency  of  a  conventional  gas 
oven  without  any  continuously  burning  pilot 
lights.  For  each  conventional  gas  oven  with¬ 
out  any  continuously  burning  pilot  lights 
of  the  basic  model  tested,  calculate  the  effi¬ 
ciency,  Effoo,  using  the  following  equation: 

EffGO=WlXCpX^i 

where 


Eff0=the  efficiency  of  each  oven  as  deter¬ 
mined  according  to  4.1.2. 
n  =  number  of  conventional  ovens  of  the 
basic' model  tested. 

4.1.3  Conventional  oven  annual  cooking 
energy  consumption  of  a  basic  model.  Calcu¬ 
late  the  conventional  oven  annual  cooking 
energy  consumption,  Eoe,  of  the  basic 
model  tested,  expressed  in  kWh  per  year 
for  electrical  energy  and  Btu’s  per  year  for 
gas,  and  defined  as: 


IF i  =  measured  weight  of  test  block,  in 
pounds. 

Cp= specific  heat  of  test  block,  0.23 
Btu’s/lb  °F. 

T=  temperature  rise  of  test  block  (234°F). 

E=  test  energy  consumption  as  defined  in 
4.1. 1.2. 

4.1. 2.2.2  Efficiency  of  a  conventional  gas 
oven  with  any  continuously  burning  pilot 
lights.  For  each  conventional  gas  oven  with 
any  continuously  burning  pilot  lights  of 
the  basic  model  tested,  calculate  the 
efficiency,  EffGp,  using  the  following 
equation :  * 

Effor=  y#. 


E"  BffAO' 

where 

0„= conventional  oven  annual  useful 
energy  output  expressed  as  53.13 
kWh  or  181,300  Btu’s. 

EffAo= conventional  oven  efficiency  of  a 
basic  model  as  determined  ac¬ 
cording  to  4. 1.2.3. 

4.1.4  Conventional  oven  annual  self¬ 
cleaning  energy  consumption  of  a  basic  model. 
Calculate  the  conventional  oven  annual 
self-cleaning  energy  consumption,  E,„  of 
the  basic  model  tested,  expressed  in  kWh 
per  year  for  electrical  energy  and  Btu’s  per 
year  for  gas,  and  defined  as : 


For  conventional  gas  ovens: 


E  =' 

^•c  — 


2  (E.+  (E,sXH 

i=i 


.»A 


XHXS, 


where 

E,= energy  consumption  in  cubic  feet  of 
gas  per  oven  tested  according  to 
3.2.1. 1. 

E/s= electrical  energy  consumed  by  an 
ignition  device  for  the  self-cleaning 
operation  of  a  conventional  gas  oven. 

H,=  conversion  factor  of  watt-hours  to 
Btu’s  (3.412  Btu/wh). 

H  =  Hn  or  Hp,  the  heating  value  of  the 
gas  used  in  the  test  as  specified  in 

2.2.2. 1  and  2.2. 2.2  in  Btu’s  per 
standard  cubic  foot. 

iS=  1 1  (representative  average  number 
of  times  a  self-cleaning  operation  of 
a  conventional  oven  is  used  per 
year). 

n  =  number  of  conventional  ovens  of  che 
basic  model  tested. 

For  conventional  electric  ovens: 


E 


•  C  - 


2  (E.)i 

i=_ l _ 

»  i 


XSXCs 


where 

E,= energy  consumption  in  watt-hours 
per  oven  tested  according  to  3. 1.1.1. 
5= as  defined  above. 
n=as  defined  above. 

C=conversion  factor  of  watts  to  kilowatts 
(.001  W/kW). 

4.1.5  Total  conventional  oven  annual 
energy  consumption  of  a  basic  model. 
Calculate  the  total  conventional  oven 
annual  energy  consumption,  Eao,  of  the 
basic  model  tested,  expressed  in  kWh  per 
year  or  Btu’s  per  year,  and  defined  as: 


EAO=Ete+E.t, 


where 

Ett=  Conventional  oven  annual  cooking 
energy  consumption  of  a  basic 
model  as  determined  in  4.1.3  in 
kWh’s  per  year  or  Btu’s  per  year. 
Etc=  Conventional  oven  annual  self-clean¬ 
ing  energy  consumption  of  a  basic 
model  as  determined  in  4.1.1  in 
kWh’s  per  year  of  Btu’s  per  year. 

4.2  Conventional  cooking  top  energy  con¬ 
sumption. 

4.2.1  Conventional  cooking  top  efficiency. 

4.2.1. 1  Electric  heating  element  efficiency. 
Calculate  the  efficiency,.  Effsss,  of  the 
electric  heating  element  under  test,  and 
defined  as: 


Effts  =  WXC,Xs  tx*£cr 

where 

W  =  measured  weight  of  test  block  (IF* 
or  JFS),  in  pounds. 

Cp= specific  heat  of  aluminum:  0.23 
Btu’s/lb  °F. 

T,u= temperature  rise  of  the  test  block: 
final  test  block  temperature,  TCr, 
minus  the  initial  testblock  tem¬ 
perature,  Tj,  in  °F. 
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//,  =  conversion  factor  of  watt-hours  to 
Btu’s,  (3.412  Btu/wh). 
ficr=  n  oasured  energy  consumption,  as 
determined  according  to  3.2.2,  in 
watt-hours. 

4.2. 1.1.1  Conventional  electric  cooking  top 
efficiency.  Calculate  the  conventional  elec¬ 
tric  cooking  top  efficiency,  Effect  using  the 
following  equation: 


2  (Effmh 

Effect1— - 


where 

n= number  of  electric  heating  elements 
contained  in  the  cooking  top. 
Effes—  the  efficiency  of  each  of  the  electric 
heating  elements,  as  determined 
according  to  4.2. 1.1. 

4.2. 1.2  Gas  heating  element  efficiency. 
Calculate  the  efficiency,  Eff  as,  of  the  gas 
heating  element  under  test,  and  defined  as : 

Effas=W,XCwX 

where 

H’3  =  measured  weight  of  test  block  ac¬ 
cording  to  3.3.2,  in  pounds. 
Cp=specific  heat  of  aluminum,  0.23 
Btu’s/lb  °F. 

7’,.  =  temperature  rise  of  the  test  block: 
final  test  temperature  TCt,  as  de¬ 
termined  in  3.2.2,  minus  the  initial 
test  block  temperature,  7#. 

//  =  either  //„  or  Hp,  the  value  of  the  gas 
used  in  the  test  as  specified  in 

2.2.2. 1  and  2.2. 2.2,  in  Btu’s  per 
standard  cubic  foot. 


E—{Ect  +  (.EicXH,))  —  Ecp, 

where 

Ect= energy  consumption  for  the  gas 
heating  element  as  defined  in  3.2.2. 

Ere— electrical  energy  consumed  by  an 
ignition  device  of  a  gas  heating 
element. 

H,  =  conversion  factor  of  watt-hours  to 
Btu’s  (3.412  Btu/wh). 

Ecp=PXTt, 

where 


where 

Pf=any  pilot  lights  gas  consumption  de¬ 
fined  in  3.2.2. 1. 

Lr= clasped  time  of  the  cooking  top  pilot 
lights  test  as  defined  in  3. 1.2.1. 

7Y=the  elasped  test  time  as  defined  in 
3.2.2. 

4. 2.1. 2.1  Conventional  pas  cooking  top 
efficiency. 

4. 2.1. 2.1.1  Efficiency  of  a  conventional 
gas  cooking  top  without  any  continuously 
burning  pilot  lights.  Calculate  the  efficiency, 
Effoc t  of  a  conventional  gas  cooking  top 
without  any  continuously  burning  pilots 
using  the  following  equation: 


Effcs = 


S  (Eff..)i 

i=i _ 

n 


where 

n  =  number  of  gas  heating  elements  con¬ 
tained  in  the  cooking  top. 

Effcs = the  efficiency  of  each  gas  heating 
element  as  determined  according 


to  4.2. 1.2. 


4.2.1.2.1.2  Efficiency  of  a  conventional 
gas  cooking  top  with  any  continuously 
burning  pilot  lights.  Calculate  the  effiency, 
Effpc,  of  a  gas  cooking  top  with  any  contin¬ 
uously  burning  pilot  lights  using  the  follow¬ 
ing  equation: 


Eff  pc  = 


Oct 

Ict 


where 


Ocr=814,000  Btu’s  (annual  useful  con¬ 
ventional  cooking  top  energy 
output). 


lcT=~jjr-c+(AXPXH), 


where 

Ocr=the  annual  useful  energy  output  as 
defined  above. 

Effoc = the  gas  cooking  top  efficiency  as 
defined  in  4.2. 1.3.1. 

P—  the  hourly  energy  consumption 
defined  in  4.2. 1.2. 

.4= the  total  number  of  hours  in  a  year 
(8,760  hours). 

//  =  either  H,  or  Hp,  the  heating  value 
of  the  gas  used  in  the  test  as 
specified  in  2.2.2. 1  and  2.2.2.2, 
in  Btu’s  per  standard  cubic  foot. 

4.2.2  Conventional  cooking  top  annual 
energy  consumption.  Calculate  the  con¬ 
ventional  cooking  top  annual  energy  con¬ 
sumption,  Eca,  in  kWh  per  year  for 
conventional  electric  cooking  tops  or  Btu’s 
per  year  for  conventional  gas  cooking  tops, 
and  defined  as: 


p  _  Oct 

Eca  Eff 


where 

Oct =238.5  kWh  per  year  or  814,000 
Btu’s  per  year  (conventional 
cooking  top  annual  useful  energy 
output). 

Eff—  conventional  cooking  top  efficiency 
as  determined  according  to 

4.2.1. 1.1  for  conventional  elec¬ 
tric  cooking  tops  and  4. 2.1. 3  for 
conventional  gas  cooking  tops. 

4.3  Conventional  range  annual  energy 
consumption.  Calculate  the  conventional 
range  annual  energy  consumption,  Er, 
in  kWh  per  year  for  conventional  electric 
ranges  and  Btu’s  per  year  for  conventional 
gas  ranges,  and  defined  as: 


Er^Eao+Eca, 

where 

Eao= the  conventional  oven  annual  energy 
consumption  in  kWh’s  per  year  or 
Btu’s  per  year  as  defined  in  4.1.5. 
/J<M  =  the  conventional  cooking  top  annual 
energy  consumption  in  kWh’s  per 
year  or  Btu’s  per  year  as  defined 
in  4.2.2. 

4.4  Conventional  range  efficiency.  Cal¬ 
culate  the  conventional  range  efficiency, 
Effs,  and  defined  as : 


where 

Or— 291.5  kWh  per  year  for  conventional 
electric  ranges  and  995,000  Btu’s 
per  year  for  conventional  gas  ranges 
(conventional  range  annual  useful 
energy  output). 

Er  —  the  conventional  range  annuul  energy 
consumption  as  defined  in  4.3. 


4.5  Microwave  oven  energy  consumption. 

4.5.1  Microwave  power  output.  Calculate 
for  each  test  load  (i)  the  microwave  power 
output,  MP„,  in  watts,  and  defined  as: 

( M  p,)«.!£i2<£X£2jf , 

where 

W<=size  of  the  test  load,  in  milliliters 
(ml). 

DTi  =  Tt/i  —  Tii, 

where 

Tv,  =  the  final  temperature  in  °F  of  the 
test  load  as  defined  in  3.2.3. 

T/,  =  the  initial  temperature  in  °F  of  the 
test  load  as  defined  in  3.2.3. 

F=  2.32  Watt-sec/Ml  °F  (conversion 
factor  used  to  convert  milliliter, 
degrees  Farenheit  to  watt- 
seconds). 

t,  =  the  elapsed  test  time,  in  seconds,  as 
defined  in  3.2.3. 

4.5.2  Average  microwave  power  output. 
Calculate  the  average  microwave  power 
APt,  in  watts,  as  defined  as: 

A  D  *-l 


where 

m=4  (the  number  of  test  loads). 
(MPo)i= the  microwave  power  output  for 
each  test  load  as  defined  in 

4.5.1 

4.5.3  Specific  microwave  efficiency.  Cal¬ 
culate  the  specific  microwave  efficiency,  e, 
for  each  test  load  (i),  and  defined  as: 


where 

5  =  3,600  seconds  (the  number  of  sec¬ 
onds  in  one  hour). 

AP0=  the  average  microwave  power  output 
in  watts  as  defined  in  4.5.2. 

Bi= the  energy  consumption  as  defined 


in  3.2.3. 


<,  =  the  elapsed  test  time  as  defined  in 
3.2.3. 


4.5.4  Microwave  oven  rated  efficiency. 
Calculate  the  microwave  oven  rated 
efficiency,  e  and  defined  as: 


m 

.  S ei 

i-1 

where 

m  =  4  (the  number  of  test  loads). 
c,  =  the  specific  microwave  efficiency 
as  defined  in  4.5.3. 

4.5.5  Microwave  oven  annual  energy 
consumption.  Calculate  the  microwave  oven 
annual  energy  consumption,  E in  kWh 
per  year,  and  defined  as: 

Em.=^-+((PR)X(KH)), 

«<«»*> 

where 

«<••«>  — the  microwave  oven  rated  effi¬ 
ciency  as  defined  in  4.5.4. 

PR  = the  power  rating  of  features  (such 
as  clocks),  in  w’atts.  The  power 
rating  is  the  power  drawn  from 
the  electrical  supply  when  the 
microwave  oven  is  turned  off. 

5/0=34.2  kWh  per  year  (the  microwave 
oven  annual  useful  energy  out¬ 
put). 

A'//= 8.76  (the  nunber  of  thousand  hours 
in  a  year). 

|FR  Doc.77-16978  Piled  6-15-77:8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

|  Airspace  Docket  No.  76-RM-27] 

TRANSITION  AREA  AT  DELTA,  UTAH 
Proposed  Alteration 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  <FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION :  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Mak¬ 
ing  (NPRM) . 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  (NPRM)  pro¬ 
poses  to  alter  the  Delta,  Utah,  700  foot 
transition  area  to  provide  controlled  air¬ 
space  for  aircraft  executing  new  VOR 
approach  procedures  developed  for  the 
Delta,  Utah,  Municipal  Airport. 

DATES :  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  18, 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Chief,  Operations,  Proced¬ 
ures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Rocky  Mountain  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  10455  East 
25th  Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado  80010. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Rocky  Mountain  Re¬ 
gion,  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
10455  East  25th  Avenue,  Aurora,  Colo¬ 
rado  80010. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Operations, 
Procedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Aurora,  Colorado. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Clyde  A.  Powers,  Airspace  Specialist, 
Operations,  Procedures  and  Airspace 
Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division,  ARM-538, 
FAA  Rocky  Mountain  Region,  10455 
East  25th  Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80010,  telephone  (303)  837-3937. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 
new  VOR  Instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dure  to  runway  16  and  an  amended  VOR 
Instrument  approach  procedure  (amend¬ 
ment  1)  to  runway  34  has  been  developed 
for  the  Delta  Municipal  Airport,  Delta, 
Utah.  Accordingly,  it  is  necessary  to  alter 
the  Delta,  Utah,  700  foot  transition  area 
to  adequately  protect  aircraft  executing 
these  procedures.  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  participate  in  the  proposed 
rule  making  by  submitting  such  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they  may 
desire.  The  proposals  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received.  All  comments  will 
be  available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments  in  the  Rules 
Docket  for  examination  by  interested 
persons.  A  report  summarizing  each  pub¬ 
lic  contact  with  FAA  personnel  con¬ 
cerned  with  this  rule  making  will  be  filed 
in  the  public  regulatory  docket. 

Persons  desiring  copies  of  the  NPRM 
should  contact:  Rules  Docket  Clerk  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  ARM-7, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  10455 
East  25th  Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80010. 


FEDERAL 


The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Clyde  A.  Powers,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  and  Daniel  J.  Peterson,  Office 
of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Rocky  Moun¬ 
tain  Region. 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  proposes  to  amend  Part  71, 
Subpart  G,  §  71.181  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  (14  CFR  71.181)  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

Amend  §  71.181  (42  FR  440)  so  as  to 
alter  the  following  700  foot  transition 
area  to  read : 

Delta,  Utah 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9-mile  radius 
of  Delta  Municipal  Airport  (latitude  39‘23’- 
00''N.,  longitude  112'30'35"W.) ;  and  within 
10.5  miles  northwest  and  5  miles  southeast 
of  the  Delta  VORTAC  203°  radial,  extending 
from  the  9-mile  radius  area  to  18.5  miles 
southwest  of  the  VORTAC;  within  5  miles 
east  of  the  Delta  VORTAC  180°  radial,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  9-mile  radius  area  to  13 
miles  south  of  the  VORTAC;  within  8  miles 
west  and  6.5  miles  east  of  the  Delta  VORTAC 
360°  radial,  extending  from  the  9-mile  radius 
area  to  30  miles  north  of  the  VORTAC  •  *  • 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348);  Sec.  6(c),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)).) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 


Issued  in  Aurora,  Colorado,  on  June  6, 
1977. 


M.  M.  Martin, 

Director,  Rocky  Mountain  Region. 
| FR  Doc.77-17084  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-EA-23] 

FEDERAL  AIRWAY 
Proposed  Alteration 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY :  This  notice  proposes  to 
realign  the  VOR  Federal  Airway  iden¬ 
tified  as  V-37  between  Morgantown, 
W.  Va.,  and  Ellwood  City,  Pa.,  to  reduce 
aircraft  radio  frequency  changes  and 
provide  more  efficient  use  of  the  navi¬ 
gable  airspace  in  and  around  the  Greater 
Pittsburgh  Airport  Area. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  18, 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA 
Eastern  Region.  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Docket  No.  77-EA-23, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Federal 
Building,  John  F.  Kennedy  International 
Airport,  Jamaica,  N.Y.  11430. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location : 

FAA  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel.  Rules 
Docket,  (AGC-24) ,  Room  916,  800  Inde¬ 
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pendence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D  C. 
20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  David  F.  Solomon,  Airspace  Regu¬ 
lations  Branch  (AAT-230,  Airspace 
and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-8530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Eastern  Region.  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Federal  Building, 
John  F.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  N.Y.  11430.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  July  18,  1977  will 
be  considered  before  action  is  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  (NPRM* 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  Office  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Informa¬ 
tion  Center.  APA-430,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20591, 
or  by  calling  (202)  426-8058.  Communi¬ 
cations  must  identify  the  docket  number 
of  this  NPRM.  Persons  interested  in 
being  placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which  de¬ 
scribes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amendment 
to  Subpart  C  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
to  realign  the  VOR  Federal  Airway  iden¬ 
tified  as  Victor  (V)-37  between  Morgan¬ 
town.  W.  Va.,  and  Ellwood  City,  Pa.  The 
FAA  acknowledges  that  the  proposed  re¬ 
alignment  of  this  airway  will  add  one 
mile  to  the  overall  distance  between 
Morgantown  and  Ellwood  City.  However, 
the  FAA  believes  the  benefits  to  be  gained 
by  reducing  the  number  of  radio  changes 
from  three  to  two  and  the  improved  air 
traffic  handling  capabilities  will  offset  the 
extra  mile  of  flying.  This  proposal  should 
also  help  the  pilot  by  reducing  cockpit 
workload,  thereby  alowing  him  to  fly  and 
navigate  better. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  David  F.  Solomon,  Air  Traffic 
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Service,  and  Jack  P.  Zimmerman,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§  71.123  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (42  FR  307)  to  realign  VOR 
Federal  Airway  V-37  in  part  between 
Morgantown,  W.  Va.,  and  Ellwood  City, 
Pa.,  as  follows: 

"INT  Morgantown  331  *T  (336“M)  and  Ell¬ 
wood  City,  Pa.,  185°T  (190°M)  radials; 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U  S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c),  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)); 
and  14  CFR  11  65  ) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949.  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  9. 
1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

| FR  Doc.77-17085  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  ami 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

|  Airspace  Docket  No.  77-GL-20 1 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making. 

SUMMARY :  This  notice  proposes  to  re¬ 
align  and  redesignate  the  existing  tran¬ 
sition  area  and  control  zone  at  K.  I.  Saw¬ 
yer  Air  Force  Base,  Michigan,  to  provide 
for  adjustment  of  the  controlled  airspace 
to  accommodate  aircraft  executing  in¬ 
strument  approach  procedures  to  K.  I. 
Sawyer  Air  Force  Base  which  approach 
procedures  have  been  altered  by  the  Air 
Force. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  18, 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  FAA  Office  of  Regional 
Counsel.  AGL-7,  Attention:  Rules  Doc¬ 
ket  Clerk.  Docket  No.  77-GL-20,  2300 
East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illi¬ 
nois  60018.  A  public  docket  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  by  interested  per¬ 
sons  in  the  Office  of  the  Regional  Coun¬ 
sel.  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
2300  East  Devon  Avenue.  Des  Plaines, 
Illinois  60018. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Doyle  Hegland,  Airspace  and  Proced¬ 
ures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division. 
AGLr-530,  FAA,  Great  Lakes  Region, 
2300  East  Devon  Avenue.  Des  Plaines. 
Illinois.  60018,  telephone  312-694-4500. 
■  extension  456. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to 
realign  and  redesignate  the  control  zone 
and  transition  area  to  insure  segregation 
of  aircraft  using  the  various  instrument 
approach  procedures  into  K.  I.  Sawyer 
AFB  in  instrument  weather  conditions 
and  other  aircraft  operating  under  vis¬ 
ual  conditions.  The  circumstance  which 
created  this  action  was  an  alteration  by 
the  Air  Force  of  various  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedures  at  K.  I.  Sawyer  AFB. 
These  procedural  changes  will  require 
the  FAA  to  reorient  the  control  zone  ex¬ 
tensions  approximately  one-half  mile 
counter-clockwise  and  will  allow  for  the 
return  of  approximately  eight  miles  of 
700'  above  the  surface  transition  area 
to  the  south  of  the  Air  Force  Base  to  the 
public  for  general  aviation  use.  In  addi¬ 
tion.  aeronautical  maps  and  charts  will 
reflect  the  revised  area  which  will  en¬ 
able  non-military  aircraft  to  circumnav¬ 
igate  the  area  if  required  in  order  to 
comply  with  applicable  visual  flight  rule 
requirements. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  Re¬ 
gional  Counsel.  AGL-7.  Great  Lakes  Re¬ 
gion.  Rules  Docket  No.  77-GL-20.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018.  All  communications  received  on  or 
before  July  16.  1977,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  in 
the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  <  NPRM  > 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  Office  of  Public 
Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Information 
Center.  APA-430,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by 
calling  202-426-8058.  Communications 
must  identify  the  notice  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which  de¬ 
scribes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amendment 
to  Subparts  G  and  F,  Part  71.  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  to  alter  the  700'  controlled  air¬ 
space  transition  area  and  the  control 
zone  near  K.  I.  Sawyer  AFB.  Michigan. 
Subpirts  G  and  F  of  Part  71  were  re¬ 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  3.  1977  (42  FR  440  and  355). 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  document 
are  Doyle  W.  Hegland.  Airspace  and 


Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
and  Joseph  T.  Brennan,  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

In  Section  71.181  (42  FR  440)  the  fol¬ 
lowing  transition  area  is  amended  to 
read: 

K.  I.  Sawyer  AFB.  Mithigan 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700' 
above  the  surface  within  an  8.5  statute  (7.1 
nautical)  mile  radius  of  the  K.  I.  Sawyer 
Airport. 

In  addition,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

In  Section  71.171  (42  FR  355) ,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  control  zone  is  amended  to  read : 

K.  I.  Sawyer  AFB.  Michigan 

Within  a  5  statute  mile  radius  of  the  K.  I. 
Sawyer  Airport  (latitude  46°2r  N.  longitude 
87-24’  W);  within  two  statute  miles  each 
side  of  the  extended  center  line  of  runaway 
01/19,  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone 
to  7.5  statute  miles  north  and  south  of  the 
airport. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a),  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) ) : 
sec.  6(c).  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(0  ) :  sec.  11.81  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
11.61). 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821.  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949.  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on  June 
2,  1977. 

John  Truhan. 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

|FR  Doc  77-16834  Filed  6-16-77;8:45  ami 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

|  Airspace  Docket  No.  76-WE-31 1 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS  IN  SOUTHWESTERN 
CALIF. 

Proposed  Alteration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA).  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to  re¬ 
align  V-12,  V-25,  V-27,  V-186  and  V-485 
airways  in  the  southwestern  Calif.,  area. 
This  action  would  improve  traffic  han¬ 
dling  capabilities,  reduce  airway  dis¬ 
tances  and  promote  safety  by  segregat¬ 
ing  moving  en  route  traffic  from  termi¬ 
nal  traffic  and  changing  airways  to  go 
direct  station  to  station. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  18.  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  In  triplicate  to:  Director.  FAA 
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Western  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Docket  No.  76-WE-31, 
FAA.  15000  Aviation  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box 
92007,  Worldway  Postal  Center,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.  90009. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  FAA  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel,  Rules  Docket,  (AGC- 
24),  Room  916,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

An  informal  dockPt  may  be  examined 
at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  Everett  L.  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230),  Air¬ 
space  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone  202-426-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate 
to  the  Director  Western  Region,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  15000  Aviation 
Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  92007,  Worldway 
Postal  Center,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90009. 
All  communications  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  18,  1977,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Informa¬ 
tion  Center,  APA-430,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or 
by  calling  202-426-8058.  Communica¬ 
tions  must  identify  the  docket  number 
of  this  NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  be¬ 
ing  placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which  de¬ 
scribes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amendment 
to  Sub  part  C  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
to  realign  VOR  Federal  Airways  identi¬ 
fied  as  V-12.  V-25,  V-27.  V-186  and  V- 
485  in  southwestern  Calif.  This  action 
would:  (1)  Provide  a  safer,  more  effi¬ 
cient  flow  of  traffic  in  the  Santa  Barbara  - 
Ventura  area;  (2)  provide  additional 
flexibility  in  handling  IFR  traffic:  (3) 
support  the  “most  direct  route”  philos¬ 
ophy;  (4)  facilitate  feeder  routes  into 


Santa  Barba* a  Municipal  Airport;  and 
(5)  reduce  controller  workload. 

ICAO  Considerations 

As  part  of  this  proposal  relates  to  the 
navigable  airspace  outsidp  the  United 
States,  this  notice  is  submitted  in  con¬ 
sonance  with  the  International  Civil  Avi¬ 
ation  Organization  (ICAO)  International 
Standards  and  Recommended  Practices. 

Applicability  of  International  Stand¬ 
ards  and  Recommended  Practices  by  the 
Air  Traffic  Service,  FAA,  in  areas  outside 
domestic  airspace  of  the  United  States 
is  governed  by  Article  12  of  and  Annex 
11  to  the  Convention  "On  International 
Civil  Aviation,  which  pertain  to  the 
establishment  of  air  navigation  facilities 
and  services  necessary  to  promoting  the 
safe,  orderly,  and  expeditious  flow  of  civil 
air  traffic.  Their  purpose  is  to  insure  that 
civil  flying  on  international  air  routes  is 
carried  out  under  uniform  conditions  de¬ 
signed  to  improve  the  safety  and  effi¬ 
ciency  of  air  operations. 

The  International  Standards  and  Rec¬ 
ommended  Practices  in  Annex  11  apply 
in  those  parts  of  the  airspace  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  a  contracting  state,  de¬ 
rived  from  ICAO,  wherein  air  traffic  serv¬ 
ices  are  provided  and  also  whenever  a 
contracting  state  accepts  the  responsibil¬ 
ity  of  providing  air  traffic  services  over 
high  seas  or  in  airspace  of  undetermined 
sovereignty.  A  contracting  state  accept¬ 
ing  such  responsibility  may  apply  the  In¬ 
ternational  Standards  and  Recommend¬ 
ed  Practices  to  civil  aircraft  in  a  manner 
consistent  with  that  adopted  for  airspace 
under  its  domestic  jurisdiction. 

In  accordance  with  Article  3  of  the 
Convention  on  International  Civil  Avia¬ 
tion,  Chicago,  1944,  state  aircraft  are  ex¬ 
empt  from  the  provisions  of  Annex  11 
and  its  Standards  and  Recommended 
Practices.  As  a  contracting  state,  the 
United  States  agreed  by  Article  3(d)  that 
its  state  aircraft  will  be  operated  in  in¬ 
ternational  airspace  with  due  regard  for 
the  safety  of  civil  aircraft. 

Since  this  action  involves,  in  part,  the 
designation  of  navigable  airspace  outside 
the  United  States,  the  Administrator 
has  consulted  with  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Executive  Or¬ 
der  10854. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Everett  L.  McKisson,  Air  Traffic 
Service,  and  Jack  P.  Zimmerman,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§  71.123  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (42  FR  307)  to  realign  VOR 
Federal  Airways  V-12,  V-25,  V-27  and 
V-485  and  to  extend  V-186  segments  in 
the  southwest  area  of  Calif.,  as  follows: 

1.  V-12  from  Santa  Barbara,  Calif., 
direct  to  Palmdale,  Calif.,  and  V-12  S 
from  Santa  Barbara  to  Palmdale  via 


Fillmore,  Calif.  V-12  is  presently  desig¬ 
nated  from  Santa  Barbara  to  Palmdale 
via  the  Henderson  INT  and  Fillmore 
without  an  alternate  airway  between 
these  points. 

2.  V-25  from  Ventura,  Calif.,  direct  to 
Santa  Barbara,  Calif.,  and  V-25  W  as  a 
standard  west  alternate  between  Santa 
Barbara  and  Paso  Robles,  Calif.  V-25  is 
presently  designated  from  Ventura  to 
Santa  Barbara  via  the  Henderson  INT. 
There  is  no  V-25  W  between  Santa  Bar¬ 
bara  and  Paso  Robles. 

3.  V-27  from  Ventura,  Calif.,  via  INT 
Ventura  326°T  (311°M)  and  Fillmore, 
Calif.,  265°T  (250°M)  radials;  INT  Fill¬ 
more  265°T  (250°M)  and  Gaviota,  Calif., 
143°T  (127°M)  radials;  to  Gaviota.  V-27 
is  presently  designated  from  Ventura  to 
Gaviota  via  the  Henderson  INT  and  the 
Goleta  INT. 

4.  V-186  from  Fillmore,  Calif.,  via  INT 
Fillmore  265°T  (250°M)  and  Santa  Bar¬ 
bara,  Calif.,  123°T  (107°M)  radials  to 
Santa  Barbara.  This  is  an  extension  of 
V-186  which  presently  stops  at  Fillmore. 

5.  V-485  from  Ventura,  Calif.,  direct 
to  Fellows,  Calif.  V-485  is  presently  des¬ 
ignated  via  an  INT. 

(Sec.  307(a),  and  1110,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1510),  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  10854  (24  FR  9565);  Sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.65.) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  9, 
1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.77-17086  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-SW-19) 

TRANSITION  AREA  AT  DE  RIDDER,  LA. 

■  Proposed  Alteration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION :  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to 
alter  the  De  Ridder,  Louisiana,  transi¬ 
tion  area  to  provide  controlled  airspace 
for  aircraft  executing  a  newly  established 
NDB  (nondirectional  radio  beacon)  in¬ 
strument  approach  procedure  to  the 
Beauregard  Parish  Airport. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  July  18,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Chief,  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch,  Air  TYaffic  Division, 
Southwest  Region,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort  Worth, 
Texas  76101. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined  at 
the  following  location:  Office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Counsel.  Southwest  Region,  Fed- 
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eral  Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box 
1689.  Port  Worth,  Texas  76101. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

John  A.  Jarrell.  Airspace  and  Proce- 
*  dures  Branch  (ASW-535),  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box 
1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101;  tele¬ 
phone.  817-624-4911,  extension  302. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
In  Subpart  G.  5  71.181  (42  FR  440)  of 
FAR  Part  71,  the  description  of  the  De 
Ridder.  Louisiana,  transition  area  re¬ 
flects  the  controlled  airspace  provided 
for  the  present  instrument  approach  to 
the  Beauregard  Parish  Airport.  The  new 
NDB  Runway  36  approach  will  require 
alteration  of  the  transition  area  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  necessary  controlled  airspace 
for  this  apprpach. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  Chief,  Air¬ 
space  and  Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Division,  Southwest  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  P.O.  Box  1689, 
Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  July  18. 
1977  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  bift  arrangement^  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  officials  may  be  made  by 
contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch.  Any  data,  views  or  ar¬ 
guments  presented  during  such  confer¬ 
ences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writing 
in  accordance  with  this  notice  in  order 
to  become  part  of  the  record  for  con¬ 
sideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Chief. 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration.  P.O.  Box 
1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101,  or  by 
calling  817-624-4911,  extension  302. 
Communications  must  identify  the  no¬ 
tice  number  of  this  NPRM.  Persons  in¬ 
terested  in  being  placed  on  a  mailing  list 
for  future  NPRMs  should  contact  the  of¬ 
fice  listed  above. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  <14  CFR  Part 
71)  to  alter  the  De  Ridder,  La.,  transi¬ 
tion  area.  The  FAA  believes  this  action 


will  enhance  IFR  operations  at  the 
Beauregard  Parish  Airport  by  providing 
controlled  airspace  for  aircraft  execut¬ 
ing  the  new  NDB  runway  36  instrument 
approach  procedure  established  for  the 
airport.  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  was  repub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Janu¬ 
ary  3.  1977  (42  FR  440) . 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  John  A.  Jarrell,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  and  Robert  C.  Nel¬ 
son.  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  in  Subpart  G,  71.181  (42 
FR  440),  the  De  Ridder,  La.,  transition 
area  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  the  Beauregard  Parish  Airport  (latitude 
30°50'00'*  N..  longitude  93*20  00''  W.)  with¬ 
in  3.5  miles  each  side  of  the  347  bearing  from 
the  De  Ridder  NDB  (latitude  30*50  00'*  N.. 
longitude  93°20'00"  W  )  extending  from  the 
5-mlle  radius  area  to  11.5  miles  north  of  the 
NDB.  and  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  191 
bearing  from  the  De  Ridder  NDB  extending 
from  the  5-mlle  radius  area  to  8  miles  south 
of  the  NDB. 

(Sec.  307(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.SC.  1348(a));  and  Sec.  6(c).  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U  S.C.  1655 
<c) ) .) 

Note.  The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821, 
as  amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on  June 
7,  1977. 

Paul  J.  Baker, 

Acting  Director , 
Southwest  Region. 

( FR  Doc.77-1 7087  Filed  6- 1 5-77: 8 : 45  am  | 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  77-OL-19| 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) .  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY :  This  notice  proposes  to  des¬ 
ignate  a  transition  area  at  Aitkin,  Min¬ 
nesota.  to  provide  controlled  airspace  for 
aircraft  executing  instrument  approach 
procedures  to  Aitkin  Municipal  Airport 
which  are  based  ori  a  Non-Directlonal 
Radio  Beacon  (NDB)  navigational  aid 
being  installed  at  the  airport. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  18,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  FAA  Office  of  Regional  Coun¬ 
sel.  AGL-7,  Attention:  Rules  Docket 
Clerk,  Docket  No.  77-GL-19.  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018. 
A  public  docket  will  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  by  interested  persons  in  the 


Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  2300  East  Dev¬ 
on  Avenue,  Des  Plaines.  Illinois  60018. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Doyle  Hegland,  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch.  Air  Traffic  Division, 

AGL-530,  FAA,  Great  Lakes  Region, 

2300  East  Devon  Avenue.  Des  Plaines. 

Illinois  60018.  telephone  312-694-4500, 

extension  456. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to 
insure  segregation  of  the  aircraft  using 
this  approach  procedure  in  instrument 
weather  conditions,  and  other  aircraft 
operating  under  visual  conditions.  The 
floor  of  the  controlled  airspace  in  this 
area  will  be  lowered  from  1200'  above 
ground  to  700'  above  ground.  The  circum¬ 
stance  which  created  this  action  was  a 
request  from  the  Aitkin  Municipal  Air¬ 
port  to  provide  that  facility  with  instru¬ 
ment  approach  capability.  The  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  instrument  pro¬ 
cedures  necessitates  the  FAA  to  lower 
the  floor  of  the  controlled  airspace  to  in¬ 
sure  that  the  procedure  will  be  contained 
within  controlled  airspace.  The  mini¬ 
mum  descent  altitude  for  this  procedure 
may  be  established  below  the  floor  of  the 
700  foot  controlled  airspace.  In  addition, 
aeronautical  maps  and  charts  will  reflect 
the  area  of  the  instrument  procedure 
which  will  enable  other  aircraft  to  cir¬ 
cumnavigate  the  area  in  order  to  comply 
with  applicable  visual  flight  rule  require¬ 
ments. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  Regional 
Counsel.  AGL-7,  Great  Lakes  Region. 
Rules  Docket  No.  77-GL-19,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines.  Illinois 
60018.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  July  16.  1977,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  in 
the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  Office  of  Public 
Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Information 
Center,  APA-430,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW..  Washington.  D.C.  20591,  or  by 
calling  202-426-8058.  Communications 
must  identify  the  notice  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future  NPRMs 
should  also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory 
Circular  No.  11-2  which  describes  the 
application  procedures. 
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The  Proposal 

The  PAA  is  considering  an  amendment 
to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  <14  CFR  Part  71 ) 
to  establish  a  700-foot  controlled  airspace 
transition  area  near  Aitkin,  Minnesota. 
Subpart  G  of  Part  71  was  republished  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  January  3,  1977 
(42  FR  440). 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  document 
are  Doyle  W.  Hegland,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division,  and 
Joseph  T.  Brennan,  Office  of  the  Regional 
Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

In  §71.181  <42  FR  440>,  the  follow¬ 
ing  transition  area  is  added: 

Aitkin,  Minnesota 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  five  (statute) 
mile  radius  of  the  Aitkin  Municipal  Airport 
(latitude  46°32'45"  N.  longitude  93°40'45" 
W)  and  within  3  miles  (statute)  each  side  of 
the  355°  (true)  bearing  of  the  Aitkin  NDB, 
extending  from  the  five-mile  radius  to  8.5 
miles  (statute)  north  of  the  airport. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a),  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  <49  U.S.C.  1348(a) ) ; 
sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) ;  sec.  11.81  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
11.61). 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on 
June  2,  1977. 

John  Truhan, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

f FR  Doc.77-16835  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

|  Airspace  Docket  No.  77-GL-21 1 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION :  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY :  This  notice  proposes  to  des¬ 
ignate  a  transition  area  at  Peebles,  Ohio, 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  for  air¬ 
craft  executing  instrument  approach 
procedures  to  the  General  Electric  Air¬ 
port  which  are  based  on  a  Non -Direc¬ 
tional  Radio  Beacon  (NDB)  navigational 
aid  being  installed  at  the  airport. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  18,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  FAA  Office  of  Regional  Coun¬ 
sel,  AGL-7,  Attention:  Rules  Docket 


Clerk,  Docket  No.  77-GL-21,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Doyle  Hegland,  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
AGL-530,  FAA,  Great  Lakes  Region, 
2300  East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines, 
Illinois  60018,  Telephone  312  694-4500, 
Extension  456. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to 
insure  segregation  of  the  aircraft  using 
this  approach  procedure  in  instrument 
weather  conditions,  and  other  aircraft 
operating  under  visual  conditions.  The 
floor  of  the  controlled  airspace  in  this 
area  will  be  lowered  from  1200'  above 
ground  to  700'  above  ground.  The  cir¬ 
cumstance  which  created  this  action  was 
a  request  from  the  General  Electric  Air¬ 
port  officials  to  provide  that  facility  with 
instrument  approach  capability.  The  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  proposed  instrument 
procedures  necessitates  the  FAA  to  lower 
the  floor  of  the  controlled  airspace  to  in¬ 
sure  that  the  procedure  will  be  contained 
within  controlled  airspace.  The  mini¬ 
mum  descent  altitude  for  this  procedure 
may  be  established  below  the  floor  of 
the  700-foot  controlled  airspace.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  aeronautical  maps  and  charts 
will  reflect  the  area  of  the  instrument 
procedure  which  will  enable  other  air¬ 
craft  to  circumnavigate  the  area  in  order 
to  comply  with  applicable  visual  flight 
rule  requirements. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  Re¬ 
gional  Counsel,  AGL-7,  Great  Lakes 
Region,  Rules  Docket  No.  77-GL-21. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  2300 
East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  July  16,  1977,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. .  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy,  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  Public 
Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Information 
Center,  APA-430,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by 
calling  202-426-8058.  Communications 
must  identify  the  notice  number  of  this 


NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which  de¬ 
scribes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part 
71)  to  extend  the  existing  700'  controlled 
airspace  transition  area  near  General 
Electric  Airport,  Peebles,  Ohio.  Subpart 
G  of  Part  71  was  republished  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  January  3,  1977  (42  FR 
440). 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Doyle  W.  Hegland,  Airspace 
and  Procedures  Branch.  Air  Traffic  Div¬ 
ision,  and  Joseph  T.  Brennan.  Office  of 
the  Regional  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

In  §  71.181  (42  FR  440),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added : 

Peebles,  Ohio 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  seven  nauti¬ 
cal  mile  radius  of  the  Center  (latitude  38* 
55T6”  N,  longitude  83°10'37”  W)  of  General 
Electric  Airport.  Peebles,  Ohio;  excluding 
that  portion  which  overlies  the  Salamon, 
Ohio  transition  area. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  section  307(a),  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348 
(a));  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) ;  sec. 
11.81  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  <14  CFR  11.61). 

Note:  The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949.  and  OMB  Circular  A- 
107. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on  June 
2,  1977. 

John  Truhan,  .. 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

|FR  Doc.77-16833  FUed  6-15-77:8:45  am) 


1 14  CFR  Part  73  ] 

|  Airspace  Docket  No.  76-AL-9J 

RESTRICTED  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY :  This  notice  proposes  to  al¬ 
ter  the  Eagle  River,  Alaska,  Restricted 
Area  identified  as  R-2203A  and  R-2203B, 
and  to  establish  an  additional  Restricted 
Area  R-2203C  west  of  the  present  re¬ 
stricted  area  in  the  vicinity  of  Fort 
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Richardson.  Alaska,  to  release  to  the  fly¬ 
ing  public  the  airspace  overlying  the 
water  in  Knik  Arm  north  of  the  shore¬ 
line.  This  proposed  action  will  provide 
more  efficient  use  of  the  navigable 
airspace. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  1.  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Director,  PA  A 
Alaskan  Region.  Attention:  Chief.  Air 
Traffic  Division.  Docket  No.  76-AL-9, 
FAA.  632  Sixth  Avenue,  Anchorage. 
Alaska  99501. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  PAA  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel.  Rules  Docket.  (AGC- 
24',  Room  916.  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue.  SW„  Washington.  D.C.  20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
TACT: 

Richard  Huff.  Airspace  Regulations 
Branch  (AAT-230),  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air  Traffic 
Service,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion.  800  Independence  Avenue.  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20591;  telephone: 
202-426-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  particapte  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director.  Alaskan  Region.  Attention: 
Chief.  Air  Traffic  Division.  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration,  632  Sixth  Avenue. 
Anchorage.  Alaska  99501.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  August  1. 
1977.  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may 
be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived.  All  comments  submitted  will  be 
available,  both  before  and  after  the  clos¬ 
ing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Rules 
Docket  for  examination  by  interested 
persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  Office  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Affairs.  Attention:  Public  Informa¬ 
tion  Center,  APA-430.  800  Independence 
Avenue.  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20591.  or 
by  calling  202-428-8058.  Communica¬ 
tions  must  identify  the  docket  number 
of  this  NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  be¬ 
ing  placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which  de¬ 
scribed  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subpart  B  of  Part  73  of  the 


Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  73)  to  alter  the  Eagle  River.  Alaska. 
Restricted  Area  identified  as  R-2203A 
and  R-2203B,  and  to  establish  an  addi¬ 
tional  Restricted  Area  R-2203C  west  of 
the  present  restricted  area  in  the  vicin¬ 
ity  of  Fort  Richardson.  Alaska.  Re¬ 
stricted  area  is  specified  airspace  within 
which  the  flight  of  aircraft,  while  not 
wholly  prohibited,  is  subject  to  restric¬ 
tion.  Most  restricted  areas  are  desig¬ 
nated  joint  use  and  IFR  VFR  operations 
in  the  areas  may  be  authorized  by  the 
controlling  ATC  facility  when  it  is  not 
being  utilized  by  the  using  agency.  On 
February  24.  1977,  the  FAA  circulated 
the  proposal  as  an  advanced  NPRM  to 
interested  persons.  The  notice  generated 
17  concurrences  and  no  objections.  Mod¬ 
ification  of  the  Eagle  River.  Alaska.  Re¬ 
stricted  Areas  R-2203A  and  R^2203B  will 
release  to  the  flying  public  the  airspace 
overlying  the  water  in  Knik  Arm  north 
of  the  shoreline  and  lower  the  ceiling 
from  the  present  18.000  feet  MSL  to 
11,000  feet  MSL.  Further.  Rr-2203A  would 
be  modified  to  include  the  southern  por¬ 
tion  of  R-2203B  which  overlies  Gwen 
Lake;  therefore,  when  R-2203A  is  not  in 
use.  substantial  airspace  immediately 
northeast  of  Elmendorf  would  be  avail¬ 
able  for  aircraft  operations.  The  new  Re¬ 
stricted  Area  R-2203C  west  of  and  ad¬ 
jacent  to  R-2203B,  would  include  that 
airspace  from  the  surface  to  5,000  feet 
MSL  over  land  area  only.  This  addi¬ 
tional  restricted  area  is  required  to  pro¬ 
vide  needed  impact  area  to  properly 
train  Field  Artillery  Battalions. 

The  United  States  Army,  172nd  Infan¬ 
try  Brigade  (Alaska),  Port  Richardson, 
Alaska,  would  be  the  using  agency  for 
R-2203A,  R-2203B  and  R-2203C.  The 
controlling  agency  would  be  the  FAA. 
Anchorage  Approach  Control.  The  re¬ 
stricted  area  would  be  joint  use  and  re¬ 
leased  to  other  airspace  users  when  not 
required  by  the  using  agency.  Subpart  B 
of  Part  73  was  republished  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  January  3.  1977  (42 
FR  655) . 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Richard  Huff,  Air  Traffic  Ser¬ 
vice.  and  Jack  P.  Zimmerman.  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me.  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
$  73.22  of  Part  73  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  73)  as  re¬ 
published  (42  FR  658)  to  alter  Eagle 
River.  Alaska.  Restricted  Area  R-2203A 
and  R-2203B,  and  to  establish  Rr-2203C 
as  follows: 

R-2203A  Eagle  River,  Alaska 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  61*22  00" 
N„  Long.  149'33’48"  W..  thence  southwesterly 
along  the  Alaska  Railroad  to  Lat.  61*18'00" 
N..  Long.  149*39'45”  W.  to  Lat.  61*18  00” 
N.  Long  149*44’00"  W..  to  Lat  61*17'15"  N.. 
Long.  149*42'25''  W  .  to  Lat.  61*17'15"  N.. 
Long  149*36  15"  W  ,  to  point  of  beginning 


Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  11.000  feet 
MSL. 

R  2203B  Eagle  Rives.  Alaska 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  61*24'34" 
N.,  Long.  149’33'48"  W..  thence  southwes¬ 
terly  along  the  shoreline  to  Lat.  61*19'45"  N.. 
Long.  149  44  00"  W..  to  Lat.  61*18  00"  N.. 
Long.  149*44  00"  W  ,  to  Lat.  61M8  00"  N. 
Long.  149  ”39 '45'*  W.,  thence  northeasterly 
along  the  Alaska  Railroad  to  Lat.  61  *22  00" 
N..  Long.  149*33'48"  W,  to  point  of  be¬ 
ginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  11,000 
feet  MSL. 

R-2203C  Eagle  River.  Alaska 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  61*19'45" 
N„  Long.  149*44'00"  W.,  thence  westerly 
along  the  shoreline  to  Lat.  61*19*38"  N.. 
Long  149*46'38"  W..  to  Lat.  61*19'12"  N. 
Long.  149*46'36"  W„  to  Lat.  61*18'00”  N.. 
Long.  149*44'00"  W  .  to  point  of  beginning 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  5.000  feet 
MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  Dally.  Monday 
through  Friday,  other  times  as  activated  by 
NOT  AM  issued  by  the  using  agency  at  least 
24  hours  In  advance. 

Controlling  agency.  FAA,  Anchorage  Ap¬ 
proach  Control. 

Using  agency.  172nd  Infantry  Brigade 
(Alaska)  Fort  Richardson.  Alaska. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c),  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U-S.C.  1655(c)): 
and  14  CFR  11.65.) 

Note;  The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821. 
as  amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C..  on  June  7. 
1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

|  FR  Doc.77-16832  Filed  8-15-77:8:45  am| 


[  14  CFR  Part  77  ] 

|  Docket  No.  16920;  Notice  No.  77-7| 

OBJECTS  AFFECTING  NAVIGABLE 
AIRSPACE 

Proposed  Revision  and  Reorganization  of 
Part  77  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 

AGENCY ;  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA).  DOT, 

ACTION:  Advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  FAA  is  considering 
amending  the  rules  under  which  the 
FAA  determines  whether  an  object 
would  constitute  a  hazard  to  air  naviga¬ 
tion.  The  intent  of  this  proposal  is  a 
more  logical  presentation  of  the  agency 
functions  contained  in  these  rules.  The 
need  for  this  action  results  from  experi¬ 
ence  indicating  that  the  current  rules  do 
not  fully  and  clearly  describe  the  proc¬ 
ess  necessary  to  permit  adequate  evalu¬ 
ations  of  objects  intruding  into  the  navi¬ 
gable  airspace. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  September  14. 1977. 
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ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposals  to.  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel, 
Attn:  Rules  Docket  (AGC-24),  Docket 
No.  16920,  800  Independence  Avenue, 
SW„  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Oreste  E.  Falsetti,  Airspace  Obstruc¬ 
tion  and  Airports  Branch  (AAT-240), 
Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue.  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC.  20591;  telephone,  202-426- 
8777. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

This  advance  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  (ANPRM)  is  being  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  FAA’s  policy  for  the  early 
institution  of  public  proceedings  in  ac¬ 
tions  related  to  rulemaking.  An  advance 
notice  is  issued  to  invite  early  public  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  identification  and  selec¬ 
tion  of  a  course  or  alternate  courses  of 
action  with  respect  to  a  particular  rule- 
making  problem. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
regulatory  docket  or  notice  number  and 
be  submitted  in  duplicate  to:  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules  Docket, 
AGC-24,  800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591.  Communication 
received  on  or  before  September  12,  1977, 
will  be  considered  by  the  Administrator 
before  taking  any  action  on  this  part. 
The  proposals  contained  in  this  notice 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  com¬ 
ments  received.  All  comments  submitted 
will  be  available,  both  before  and  after 
the  closing  date  for  comments,  in  the 
Rules  Docket  for  examination  by  inter¬ 
ested  persons. 

Availability  of  Notice 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
advance  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Information 
Center,  APA-430.  800  Independence 

Avenue.  SW..  Washington.  DC.  20791,  or 
by  calling  202-426-8058.  Communications 
must  identify  the  notice  number  of  the 
ANPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future  notices 
should  also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory 
Circular  No.  11-2  which  describes  the 
application  procedure. 

Discussion  of  Proposed  Rule 

FAR  Part  77,  “Objects  Affecting 
Navigable  Airspace.”  requires  that  notice 
of  certain  proposed  construction  or 
alteration  be  provided  to  the  Admin¬ 
istrator.  In  addition,  it  establishes 
standards  for  determining  obstructions, 
and  provides  for  aeronautical  studies  of 
obstructions,  public  hearings  on  hazard¬ 
ous  effects  of  proposed  construction,  and 


FAA  actions  with  respect  to  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  antenna  farm  areas. 

The  proposed  modification  would 
affect  all  Part  77  regulatory  functions, 
from  notice  requirements  to  discretion¬ 
ary  review.  There  is  a  growing  consensus 
that  changes  may  be  needed  to  effectively 
and  equitably  deal  with  the  complexities 
surrounding  many  of  today’s  construc¬ 
tion  proposals.  FAA  personnel  have  noted 
shortcomings  with  respect  to  Part  77 
applications  and  have  suggested  regula¬ 
tory  adjustments.  Also,  industry  com¬ 
ments  have  indicated  areas  of  general 
misunderstanding,  especially  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  use  of  the  obstruction 
standards. 

Amendments  to  many  sections  are 
being  considered  and  comments  on  the 
suggested  changes  and  alternatives  to 
them  are  being  solicited. 

Section  77.1  lists  the  functions  of  Part 
77.  As  now  written,  the  first  function 
listed  is  the  establishment  of  standards 
for  determining  obstructions  in  navigable 
airspace.  The  requirement  of  notice  to 
the  Administrator  of  certain  proposed 
construction  or  alteration  follows.  Al¬ 
though  Part  77  makes  no  discernible 
attempt  to  establish  priority  of  function, 
the  notice  requirement  is  rooted  directly 
in  Fublic  Law  and  is  precedent  to  other 
major  actions  involved  in  construction 
proposals.  Section  77.1(a)  could  be  listed 
as  the  notice  requirement  and  read  “Sets 
forth  the  requirements  for  all  persons  to 
give  adequate  public  notice,  in  the  form 
and  manner  prescribed  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  of  the  construction  or  alteration 
of  any  structure  where  notice  will  pro¬ 
mote  safety  in  air  commerce.” 

The  current  8  77.1(a)  states  that  this 
part — “Establishes  standards  for  deter- 
ming  obstructions  in  navigable  airspace.” 
Sponsors  and  interested  persons  often 
misinterpret  FAA  use  of  the  standards. 
They  are  mistakenly  considered  to  be 
inviolable,  and  if  exceeded,  automatically 
result  in  a  hazard  determination.  The 
function  not  only  needs  to  be  stated ;  it 
needs  to  be  accompanied  with  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  its  limited  role.  A  new  8  77.1(b) 
might  read:  “Establishes  standards  for 
determining  obstructions  in  navigable 
airspace.  The  standards  are  used  to 
identify  obstructions  which  are  sub¬ 
sequently  studied  to  determine  impact  on 
air  navigation.” 

No  mention  is  made  in  I  77.1,  of  dis¬ 
cretionary  review  procedures.  Although 
procedures  are  prescribed  in  Part  77,  no 
reference  to  this  major  function  is  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  section  entitled  “Scope.”  To 
rectify  this  oversight,  a  new  8  77.1(d) 
could  read:  “Provides  discretionary  re¬ 
view  procedures  so  that  interested  per¬ 
sons  may  petition  the  Administrator  for 
a  review  of  the  determination,  revision 
or  extension. 

As  written,  8  77.1(e)  states:  (This 
part)  “Provides  for  establishing  antenna 
farm  areas.”  The  word  "establishing”  as 
used  alone,  implies  that  this  is  an  FAA 
regulatory  function.  In  fact,  the  FAA 
proposes  the  establishment  of  an  antenna 
farm  area;  it  is  the  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission  which  has  the  statu¬ 


tory  responsibility  to  establish  the  areas. 
Thus,  8  77.1(e)  might  read:  “Provides 
policy,  procedures  and  considerations  for 
FAA  actions  related  to  proposed  estab¬ 
lishment  of  antenna  farm  areas.” 

Section  77.3  explains  in  general  terms 
the  use  of  standards  in  Part  77  by  the 
Administrator.  Were  8  77.1  to  be  revised 
as  suggested,  this  section  woald  be  un¬ 
necessary  and  could  be  deleted. 

Section  77.11  states  that  a  supple¬ 
mental  notice  is  required  48  hours  be¬ 
fore  the  start,  and  upon  completion,  of 
construction  or  alteration  that  is  the 
subject  of  notice.  Supplemental  notice 
allows  the  FAA  time  to  adjust  aeronau¬ 
tical  procedures,  if  necessary.  The  time, 
as  provided,  is  hardly  enough  to  initiate 
an  operation  or  procedure  change.  The 
notice  requirement  itself  was  intended 
to  provide  adequate  advance  warning  of 
proposed  surface  construction  or  altera¬ 
tion.  It  is  considered  just  as  vital  to  air 
safety  that  supplemental  notice  of  actual 
implementation  of  construction  plans  be 
provided  with  reasonable  advance  warn¬ 
ing.  It  is  proposed  that  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  be  given  discretionary  authority 
to  request  up  to  a  90-day  advance  sup¬ 
plemental  notice  of  actual  start  and/or 
completion  of  construction.  Thus,  the 
third  sentence  of  8  77.11(a)  might  be 
amended  to  read:  “It  also  requires  sup¬ 
plemental  notice  up  to  90  davs,  as  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Regional  Director,  before 
the  start,  and  upon  completion  of  certain 
construction  or  alteration  that  was  the 
subject  of  a  notice  under  8  77.13(a).” 

Section  77.13(b)  specifies  the  48-hour 
supplemental  notice  requirement.  As 
noted  above,  this  time  is  considered  in¬ 
sufficient.  As  proposed,  up  to  90  days 
supplemental  notice  could  be  requested 
by  the  Regional  Director,  as  required,  on 
a  case-by-case  basis.  Section  77.13(b) 
might  be  revised  to  read :  “Each  sponsor 
who  proposes  construction  or  alteration 
that  is  the  subiect  of  a  notice  under 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  and  is  ad¬ 
vised  by  an  FAA  regional  office  that  a 
supplemental  notice  is  required  shall 
submit  that  notice  on  a  prescribed  form 
to  be  received  by  the  FAA  regional  office, 
up  to  90  days,  as  determined  by  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  before  the  start  of  the 
construction  or  alteration.” 

Section  77.15(a)  describes  the  condi¬ 
tions  under  which  objects  may  be  con¬ 
sidered  shielded  and  shielding  locations. 
Under  these  circumstances  no  notice  is 
required.  However,  the  conditions  de¬ 
scribed  do  not  explicitly  cover  that  sit¬ 
uation  where  an  object  may  be  consid¬ 
ered  shielded  but  may  be  closer  to  an  air¬ 
port  than  the  shielding  object.  In  such  a 
situation,  it  may  be  possible  for  an  object 
to  adversely  affect  air  navigation.  The 
object  would  not  truly  be  shielded  and 
should  not  be  exempt  from  notice.  Sec¬ 
tion  77.15(a)  ought  to  provide  for  this 
situation  and  might  be  revised  to  read: 
“Any  object  which  would  be  shielded  by 
existing  structures  of  a  permanent  and 
substantial  character  or  by  natural  ter¬ 
rain  or  topographic  features  of  equal  or 
greater  height,  and  would  be  located  in 
the  congested  area  of  a  city,  town,  or  set- 
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tlement.  and  which  would  be  no  closer  to 
an  airport  than  the  shielding  object, 
where  it  is  determined  that  the  structure 
so  shielded  will  not  adversely  affect  safety 
in  air  navigation." 

Section  77.15(b)  exempts  from  the 
notice  requirement  any  antenna  struc¬ 
ture  of  20  feet  or  less,  except  one  that 
would  increase  the  height  of  another  an¬ 
tenna  structure.  In  many  cases,  antennas 
of  20  feet  or  less  have  been  placed  on  ex¬ 
isting  buildings  or  terrain  with  a  result¬ 
ant  effect  on  minimum  instrument  flight 
altitudes.  Obstacle  Clearance  Standards 
do  not  ‘‘absorb*’  the  20  feet  or  less  anten¬ 
nas  to  maintain  required  clearance  cri¬ 
teria.  Since  antennas  of  20  feet  or  less, 
where  placed  on  existing  surface  objects 
or  terrain,  could  raise  minimums,  those 
that  cause  notice  criteria  to  be  exceeded 
should  be  considered  under  5  77.13  “Con¬ 
struction  or  Alteration  Requiring  No¬ 
tice."  Accordingly,  the  deletion  of  §  77.15 
<b»  is  being  considered. 

Section  77.15  exempts  from  the  notice 
requirements  any  air  navigation  facility, 
airport  visual  approach  or  landing  aid, 
aircraft  arresting  device,  or  meteorologi¬ 
cal  device,  of  a  type  approved  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator.  or  a  military  service  on  mili¬ 
tary  airports,  the  location  and  height  of 
which  are  fixed  by  its  functional  purpose. 
Clarification  is  needed  as  to  which 
NAVAIDs  or  facilities  are  exempt.  It  is 
suggested  that  the  aids  which  should  be 
exepipt  are  those  that  are  federally 
owned  or  funded  because,  in  these  cases, 
the  FAA  already  has  access  to  the  infor¬ 
mation  that  notice  under  Part  77  pro¬ 
vides.  Section  77.15(c)  might  be  amended 
to  read :  “Any  federally  owned  or  funded 
existing  or  proposed  navigation  facility, 
aid  or  device  approved  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator.  and  for  which  specific  siting  cri¬ 
teria  have  been  prescribed.” 

Section  77.17(b)  refers  to  §  77.13, 
“Construction  or  Alteration  Requiring 
Notice,"  subparagraphs  (a)(1)  through 
<4>.  No  reference  is  made  to  5  77.13(a)  (5) 
which  pertains  to  airport  construction 
and  should  logically  be  included  in  the 
reference.  To  correct  this,  1 77.17(b) 
might  be  amended  to  read:  “The  notice 
required  under  5  77.13(a)  (1)  through  (5) 
must  be  submitted  •  •  •’’ 

Section  77.17(b)  requires  that  notice 
to  PAA  be  made  at  least  30  days  before 
the  proposed  construction  or  alteration  is 
to  begin  or  the  date  an  application  for  a 
construction  permit  is  to  be  filed,  which¬ 
ever  is  earlier.  However,  this  notice  re¬ 
quirement  ignores  one  important  fac¬ 
tor — State  or  local  aeronautical  zoning. 
It  is  recognized  that  PAA  responsibilities 
and  state  or  local  zoning  are  complemen¬ 
tary  in  preserving  and  fostering  flight 
safety  in  the  public  interest.  TO  build  or 
alter,  a  construction  sponsor  should  be 
aware  not  only  of  PAA  notice  require¬ 
ments.  but  also  of  a  zoning  authority's 
land  use  requirements.  It  is  beneficial  to 
PAA.  the  state  or  local  authority,  and  the 
sponsor  that  the  sponsor  be  aware  of 
each  agency's  requirements.  Thus,  it  is 
recommended  that  PAA  notice  require¬ 
ment  procedures  refer  to  zoning  require¬ 
ments.  This  could  be  accomplished 


through  the  addition  of  a  new  $  77.17(b) 
(3>  which  reads:  “The  date  a  request  for 
a  variance  in  compliance  with  a  state  or 
local  aeronautical  zoning  requirement  is 
filed  with  the  state  or  local  zoning  au¬ 
thority.” 

Section  77.17(b)  states  that  a  notice 
relating  to  proposed  construction  or  al¬ 
teration  subject  to  the  licensing  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Federal  Communications 
Act  may  be  sent  to  the  FAA  at  the  same 
time  the  application  for  construction  is 
filed  with  the  FCC  or  at  any  time  before 
that  filing.  However,  this  is  written  in  a 
parenthetical  sense.  In  order  to  more  ap¬ 
propriately  recognize  the  importance  of 
this  provision  it  is  suggested  that  it  be 
incorporated  in  a  new  §  77.17(c)  to  read 
as  follows:  “A  notice  relating  to  proposed 
construction  or  alteration  that  is  subject 
to  the  licensing  requirements  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Communications  Act  may  be  sent  to 
the  FAA  at  the  same  time  the  application 
for  a  construction  permit  is  filed  with 
the  Federal  Communications  Commis¬ 
sion  or  at  any  time  before  that  filing." 
The  current  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d) 
would  be  redesignated  as  paragraphs 
(d)  and  (e),  respectively. 

Section  77.17(e)  requires  a  person  to 
send  an  executed  copy,  of  the  Notice  of 
Progress  of  Construction  or  Alteration  to 
the  Chief.  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division 
Notice  of  Progress  of  Construction  is  sup¬ 
plemental  and  supplemental  notice  re¬ 
quirements  are  already  defined  in  S  77.13 
<b)  and  (c).  Thus,  5  77.17(e)  could  be 
deleted  because  it  is  superfluous. 

Section  77.17  deals  with  form  and  time 
of  notice  requirements.  Sections  77.13 
(b)  and  (c)  now  contain  supplemental 
notice  requirements.  These  paragraphs 
might  more  appropriately  be  placed  in 
§  77.17. 

Section  77.19(a)  states  that  the  FAA 
acknowledges  in  writing  the  receipt  of 
each  notice  submitted  under  5  77.13(a). 
(Section  77.13(a)  describes  construction 
or  alteration  requiring  notice.)  In  speci¬ 
fying  5  77.13(a)  one  might  be  led  to  un¬ 
derstand  that  the  FAA  acknowledges 
only  those  notices  which  actually  meet 
or  exceed  notice  criteria.  It  implies  that 
those  who  submit  notice  but  are  uncer¬ 
tain  whether  notice  is  required,  are  not 
acknowledged  if  notice  criteria  is  not 
met.  This  is  not  the  FAA’s  intent.  There¬ 
fore.  5  77.19(a)  might  be  changed  to 
read:  “each  notice  submitted  under  this 
part  is  acknowledged  in  writing.” 

Section  77.19(c)  lists  three  possible  no¬ 
tice  acknowledgement  actions  relative  to 
proposed  construction  or  alteration;  i.e., 
that  the  proposal  would  not  exceed  a 
standard  and  would  not  be  a  hazard; 
that  it  would  exceed  a  standard  and  fur¬ 
ther  study  is  necessary.  No  provision  is 
made  for  cases  where  notice  is  not  re¬ 
quired.  though  such  acknowledgement  is 
current  FAA  practice.  Thus,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  that  a  fourth  option  of  acknowl¬ 
edgment  be  added.  Section  77.19(c)(1) 
could  read:  “Does  not  require  notice  to 
the  FAA."  In  rearrangement,  existing 
5  79.19(c)  (1).  (2)  and  (3)  would  be¬ 
come  {  77.19(c)  (2).  (3)  and  (4). 


Section  77.21(a)  states  that.  “This  sub¬ 
part  establishes  standards  for  determin¬ 
ing  obstructions  to  air  navigation.”  Ex¬ 
perience  in  handling  Obstruction  Evalua¬ 
tion  cases  has  shown  that  the  public 
sees  these  standards  as  inviolable.  The 
belief  is  that  once  a  standard  is  exceeded, 
an  automatic  determination  of  hazard 
must  occur.  Confusion  arises  when  the 
FAA  issues  a  no  hazard  determination 
despite  an  object's  identification  as  an 
obstruction.  There  is  little  or  no  realiza¬ 
tion  that  it  is  within  the  FAA's  discretion 
to  revise  flight  operations  or  procedures. 
The  use  of  the  standards  needs  to  be 
stated  clearly  to  better  inform  the  public 
of  this  alternative.  Therefore,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  insert  after  the  first  sentence  in 
5  77.21(a)  the  following:  “These  stand¬ 
ards  do  not  automatically  classify  as  a 
hazard  to  air  navigation  an  object  that 
exceeds  any  standards.  The  standards 
identify  certain  objects  as  obstructions. 
If  an  object  is  so  identified,  an  aero¬ 
nautical  study  is  made  of  the  object’s 
impact  on  air  navigation  in  accordance 
with  Subpart  D  of  this  part.”  It  is  pro¬ 
posed  that  5  77.21(a)  also  contain  a  sen¬ 
tence  which  is  substantially  the  existing 
§  77.3(b) :  ‘Standards  used  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  in  the  establishment  of  flight 
procedures  and  aircraft  operational 
limitations  and  referred  to  in  the  course 
of  an  aeronautical  study  are  not  set  forth 
in  this  part  but  are  contained  in  other 
publications  of  the  Administrator.”  The 
preceding  would  be  followed  by  the  exist¬ 
ing  second  sentence  of  5  77.21(a).  It  is 
also  proposed  that  the  sentence  in  5  77.21 
(a)  beginning  “The  standards  apply  to 
the  use  of  navigable  airspace  •  •  •”  be 
deleted  from  this  section,  and  inserted  in 
a  reorganization  of  Subpart  D  on  aero¬ 
nautical  studies. 

As  a  result  of  the  preceding  proposed 
changes.  5  77.21  entitled  “Scope"  would 
read:  “This  subpart  establishes  stand¬ 
ards  for  determining  obstructions  to  air 
navigation.  These  standards  do  not 
automatically  classify  as  a  hazard  to  air 
navigation  an  object  that  exceeds  any 
standard.  The  standards  are  intended  to 
identify  certain  objects  as  obstructions. 
If  an  object  is  so  identified,  an  aero¬ 
nautical  study  is  made  of  the  object's 
impact  on  air  navigation  in  accordance 
with  Subpart  D  of  this  part.  Standards 
used  by  the  Administrator  in  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  flight  procedures  and  aircraft 
operational  limitations  and  referred  to  in 
the  course  of  an  aeronautical  study  are 
not  set  forth  in  this  part  but  are  con¬ 
tained  in  other  publications  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator.  This  subpart  applies  to  ex¬ 
isting  and  proposed  man-made  objects, 
objects  of  natural  growth,  and  terrain.” 

Section  77.21(c)(1)  states  that  the 
standards  in  this  subpart  apply  to  the 
effect  of  construction  or  alteration  pro¬ 
posals  upon  an  airport,  if.  at  the  time  of 
filing  the  notice  required  by  5  77.13(a). 
that  airport  is  “available  for  public  use 
and  is  listed  in  the  Airport  Directory  of 
the  current  Airman’s  Information 
Manual  or  in  either  the  Alaska  or  Pacific 
Airman's  Guide  and  Chart  Supplement." 
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This  procedure  does  not  apply  to  a  situa¬ 
tion  where  the  publication  of  an  airport 
as  a  public  use  facility  may  be  in  prog¬ 
ress.  The  capability  is  needed  to  apply  ob¬ 
struction  standards  to  structures  near 
airports  whose  status  has  changed  from 
personal  to  public  use  when  that  change 
has  not  been  published.  To  remedy  this 
situation  the  following  language  could 
be  added  to  §  77.21(c)  (I):  “*  *  *  or  is  in 
the  process  of  being  published  in  any  of 
these  documents.”  Section  77.21(c)(2) 
states  that  standards  in  the  subpart  apply 
to  the  effect  of  construction  or  alteration 
of  proposals  upon  an  airport  if  at  the 
time  of  filing  of  the  notice,  that  airport 
is:  “A  planned  or  proposed  airport  or  an 
airport  under  construction  that  is  the 
subject  of  a  notice  or  proposal  on  file 
with  the  FA  A,  and  except  for  military 
airports,  it  is  cleaily  indicated  that  the 
airport  will  be  available  for  public  use.” 
However,  the  question  arises  as  to 
whether  the  mere  existence  of  an  air¬ 
port  plan  or  proposal  on  file  with  the 
FAA  is  a  sufficient  consideration  when 
evaluating  an  object’s  impact  on  air 
navigation  The  existence  of  such  a  plan 
or  proposal,  when  there  is  no  apparent 
intent  to  implement  it.  may  pose  severe 
problems  for  a  construction  sponsor.  In 
fairness,  construction  proposals  should 
be  granted  serious  consideration  when 
the  intent  to  implement  the  airport  plan 
is  in  reasonable  doubt.  It  is  proposed  that 
5  77.21(c)(2)  be  amended  to  read:  “A 
planned  or  proposed  airport,  when  it  ap¬ 
pears  from  all  available  information  that 
the  plan  or  proposal  will  be  imple¬ 
mented.  *  *  *” 

Section  77.23(a)  (3)  states  that  an  ob¬ 
ject  is  considered  an  obstruction  to  air 
navigation  if  it  is  of  a  greater  height 
than  “a  height  within  a  terminal  ob¬ 
stacle  clearance  area,  including  an  initial 
approach  segment,  a  departure  area,  and 
a  circling  approach  area,  which  would 
result  in  the  vertical  distance  between 
any  point  on  the  object  and  an  estab¬ 
lished  minimum  instrument  flight  alti¬ 
tude  within  that  area  or  segment  to  be 
less  than  the  required  obstacle  clear¬ 
ance.”  This  subparagraph  provides  basic 
obstruction-identifying  criteria  with 
which  to  evaluate  an  object’s  impact  on 
air  navigation  within  a  terminal  area. 
A  key  consideration  is  any  increase  to 
an  “established”  minimum  instrument 
altitude  brought  about  by  an  object’s 
construction.  Where  minimum  instru¬ 
ment  flight  altitudes  are  established,  the 
required  obstacle  clearance  (ROC)  is 
considered.  When  assessing  impact  to  air 
navigation,  the  appropriate  reference  is 
the  minimum  flight  altitude  and  not  the 
ROC. 

Section  77.23(a)  (3),  when  referring  to 
the  minimum  instrument  flight  altitude, 
includes  in  the  reference  the  word  “es¬ 
tablished.”  Frequently,  the  FAA  finds  it 
necessary  to  modify  an  established  min¬ 
imum  instrument  flight  altitude.  Action 
to  initiate  procedural  change  may  occur 
at  any  time.  Therefore,  the  FAA  should 
be  able  to  apply  the  standard  to  opera¬ 
tions  or  procedures.  Including  a  mini¬ 
mum  flight  altitude  which  is  in  the  proc¬ 


ess  of  being  revised  or  which  the  FAA  in¬ 
tends  to  establish  or  revise. 

Section  77.23(a)(3)  also  refers  to  a 
departure  area.  With  respect  to  a  re¬ 
quired  obstacle  clearance,  minimum 
flight  altitudes  are  not  established  in  a 
departure  area.  Therefore,  an  obstruc¬ 
tion  standard  cannot  be  applied.  With¬ 
out  a  standard,  there  can  be  no  effective 
evaluation  of  an  object’s  impact  on  air 
navigation  within  a  departure  area.  Es¬ 
tablishment  or  adjustment  of  ceiling  and 
visibility  minima,  made  necessary  to 
avoid  an  object  on  departure  should  be 
considered  as  qualifying  obstruction 
standard  criteria. 

To  remedy  these  deficiencies,  5  77.23 

(a) (3)  could  be  revised  to  read:  “A 
height  within  a  terminal  obstacle  clear¬ 
ance  area,  including  an  initial  approach 
segment,  a  departure  area,  and  a  circling 
approach  area,  which  would  result  in  an 
increase  to  an  established  or  planned 
minimum  instrument  flight  altitude  or 
the  establishment  or  adjustment  of  ceil¬ 
ing  and  visibility  restrictions  applicable 
to  departures  within  that  area  or  seg¬ 
ment.” 

The  present  Subpart  D,  entitled  “Aero¬ 
nautical  Studies  of  Effect  of  Proposed 
Construction  on  Navigable  Airspace”  in¬ 
cludes  not  only  studies  but  the  issuance 
of  determinations  and  conduct  of  dis¬ 
cretionary  reviews.  It  is  believed  that 
each  of  these  functions  should  be  given 
separate  subpart  status.  Their  order  in 
a  reorganization  of  Part  77  would  be  as 
performed.  The  title  of  Subpart  D  would 
be  changed  to  reflect  this  proposed  reor¬ 
ganization.  In  the  reorganization,  §  77.31 

(b)  would  be  deleted  from  this  subpart 
and  transferred  to  a  new  Subpart  E  en¬ 
titled  “Determinations.”  Under  this  pro¬ 
posal  Subpart  D  would  be  entitled 
“Aeronautical  Studies  and  Related  Ac¬ 
tions.”  Section  77.31,  “Scope”  would 
read:  “This  subpart  applies  to  the  con¬ 
duct  of  aeronautical  studies  of  the  effect 
of  proposed  construction  or  alteration  on 
the  use  of  air  navigation  facilities  or 
navigable  airspace  by  aircraft.  These 
aeronautical  studies  consider  an  object’s 
impact  on  the  use  of  navigable  airspace 
by  aircraft  and  on  air  navigation  facili¬ 
ties  such  as  an  air  navigation  aid,  air¬ 
port,  federal  airway,  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  or  departure  procedure,  or  ap¬ 
proved  off-airway  route.  In  the  aeronau¬ 
tical  studies,  present  and  future  IFR  and 
VFR  aeronautical  operations  and  proce¬ 
dures  are  reviewed  and  any  possible 
changes  in  those  operations  and  proce¬ 
dures  and  in  the  construction  proposal 
that  would  eliminate  or  alleviate  the 
conflicting  demands  are  ascertained.” 
Paragraph  (b)  of  §  77.31(b)  might  be  de¬ 
leted,  consistent  with  limitation  of  Sub¬ 
part  D  to  provisions  related  to  aeronau¬ 
tical  studies. 

The  inappropriate  use  in  Part  77  of 
the  word  “establish”  with  respect  to  an¬ 
tenna  farm  areas  has  already  been 
noted.  The  same  use  of  the  word  occurs 
in  §  77.33(a).  It  would  be  preferable  to 
refer  «to  FAA  procedures  used  in  the 
establishment  of  antenna  farm  areas. 
Accordingly,  §  77.33(a)  might  be  revised 


to  read:  “Upon  the  request  of  the  spon¬ 
sor  of  any  construction  or  alteration  for 
which  a  notice  is  submitted  under  Sub¬ 
part  B  unless  that  construction  or  alter¬ 
ation  would  be  located  within  an  an¬ 
tenna  farm  area  established  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  procedures  of  Subpart  H.” 

Section  77.35(b)  (2)  uses  the  word  "ob¬ 
jections”  with  respect  to  replies  to  a 
proposal.  During  the  fact-finding  phase 
of  an  aeronautical  study,  the  FAA 
reaches  no  judgmental  decision  point; 
replies  to  a  proposal  are  not  considered 
tantamount  to  approval  or  disapproval. 
It  would  be  more  appropriate  to  state 
that  the  Regional  Director  explores  all 
"comments”  in  order  to  define  possible 
problems  and  seek  solutions  to  them. 

Section  77.35(c)  states  that  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director  or  his  designee  issues  a 
determination.  Under  the  proposed  Part 
77  reorganization  determinations  would 
be  the  subject  of  a  separate  subpart. 
Thus,  the  present  §  77.35(d)  would  be¬ 
come  5  77.35(c). 

In  the  proposed  reorganization  of  Sub- 
part  D  the  functions  now  covered  would 
be  separated.  Studies,  determinations 
and  discretionary  reviews  would  each 
become  a  subpart.  Thus,  5  77.37  would 
be  placed  in  new  Subpart  E,  “Deter¬ 
minations — Conclusion  of  Aeronautical 
Study.”  The  new  5  77.37  would  contain 
existing  §§  77.31(b)  and  77.35(c).  It 
would  also  contain  a  provision  which  ex¬ 
plains  that  determinations  are  advisory 
in  nature  and  do  not  cancel,  waive  or 
supersede  ordinances  or  laws  of  the  gov¬ 
erning  authority. 

The  new  $  77.37,  “Scope”  would  read  as 
follows : 

(aft  The  conclusion  of  a  study  made  under 
this  subpart  Is  normally  a  determination  as 
to  whether  the  specific  proposal  studied 
would  be  a  hazard  or  no  hazard  to  air  navi¬ 
gation. 

(b)  The  Regional  Director  or  his  designee 
Issues  a  determination  as  to  whether  the  pro¬ 
posed  construction  or  alteration  would  be 
a  hazard  to  air  navigation  and  sends  copies 
to  all  known  Interested  persons  of  the  avia¬ 
tion  community,  and  to  persons  or  organiza¬ 
tions  that  may  be  affected  by  the  proposal 
such  as  state  or  local  government  officials, 
civic  groups  or  associations. 

(c)  A  determination  Is  an  advisory  opinion 
as  to  an  object’6  effect  on  air  navigation.  It 
in  no  way  preempts,  cancels,  waives,  or  su¬ 
persedes  any  ordinance,  law,  or  regulation  of 
any  other  governmental  body  or  agency. 

Sections  77.39  (a)  and  (d)  refer  to  Sub¬ 
part  E,  “Rules  of  Practice  for  Hearings 
under  Subpart  D.”  Under  the  suggested 
reorganization  rules  concerning  discre¬ 
tionary  review  would  be  placed  in  a  new 
Subpart  F.  The  current  Subpart  E  would 
be  redesignated  a  Subpart  O.  Therefore, 
the  references  in  §8  77.39  (a)  and  (d) 
should  be  to  Subpart  G. 

Section  77.39(d)(1)  states  that  if  the 
Federal  Communications  Commission  is 
Issuing  a  construction  permit,  the  effec¬ 
tive  period  of  each  final  determination 
includes:  “The  time  required  to  apply  to 
the  Commission  for  a  construction  per¬ 
mit  but  not  more  than  six  months  after 
the  effective  date  of  the  determination.” 
It  has  been  noted  that  often  the  six 
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months  effective  period  elapses  without 
sponsor  action.  The  determination  must 
then  be  extended,  in  some  cases,  many 
times.  It  is.  therefore,  proposed  that,  if 
an  application  for  an  FCC  permit  has 
been  made,  the  effective  period  of  a  no 
hazard  determination  be  18  months.  To 
meet  this  need  §  77.39(d)(1)  could  be 
amended  to  read:  “The  tune  required  to 
apply  to  the  Commission  for  a  construc¬ 
tion  permit  but  not  more  than  18  months 
after  the  effective  date  of  the  determina¬ 
tion.” 

The  new  Subpart  F  would  be  entitled 
“Discretionary  Review  Procedures.”  As 
has  already  been  noted,  the  current  Sub¬ 
part  E  would  be  redesignated  as  Subpart 
G.  The  only  change  would  be  the  re¬ 
numbering  of  its  sections. 

Section  77.41  would  be  entitled  “Scope" 
and  it  would  read  as  follows:  "This  sub¬ 
part  identifies  those  persons  who  may 
petition  for  a  discretionary  review  of  a 
determination  issued  under  $$  77.19  or 
77.35.  or  revision  or  extension  of  a  deter¬ 
mination  under  §  77.39,  applies  to  time 
limits  within  which  the  petition  must  be 
filed,  and  describes  the  form  and  manner 
of  submittal  and  processing.” 

A  new  §  77.43,  entitled  “Petition  Eligi¬ 
bility,"  would  contain  the  text  of  the 
present  §  77.37(a) .  A  new  §  77.45.  entitled 
“Petition  Submittal,"  would  include  the 
present  §  77.37(b)  redesignated  subpara¬ 
graph  (a).  Section  77.45(b)  would  read: 
“(b)  A  petition  must  contain  a  full  state¬ 
ment  of  the  aeronautical  basis  upon 
which  it  is  made,  including  valid  reasons 
why  the  determination,  revision  or  ex¬ 
tension  made  by  the  Regional  Director, 
or  his  designee,  should  be  reviewed.  It 
should  contain  new  information  and 
facts  not  previously  considered  or  dis¬ 
cussed  during  the  aeronautical  study.  If 
the  petition  for  review  of  the  determina¬ 
tion,  revision  or  extension  is  based  on  an 
error  in  procedure,  application  of  ob¬ 
struction  standards  or  conclusion,  it 
should  be  so  stated." 

A  new  §  77.47,  entitled  “Petition  Ex¬ 
amination  and  Review,"  would  contain 
the  text  of  the  current  §  77.37(c)  (1)  and 
<  2 ) .  except  that  the  reference  to  Subpart 
E  in  §  77.37(c)(2)  would  be  changed  to 
Subpart  G.  Section  77.47  would  also  con¬ 
tain  a  provision  that  acknowledgement 
will  be  made  to  the  petitioner  and  to  the 
sponsor  that  the  petition  has  been  re¬ 
ceived  and  it  will  be  considered,  and  that 
the  determination  is  not  and  will  not  be 
final  pending  disposition  of  the  petition. 

The  current  Subpart  F  will  be  redes¬ 
ignated  Subpart  H.  In  addition,  it  is 
recommended  that  the  title  be  changed 
to  “Antenna  Farms."  As  has  been  pre¬ 
viously  discussed,  the  use  of  the  word 
“establishment”  might  imply  that  es¬ 
tablishing  antenna  farms  is  an  FAA 
regulatory  function  when,  in  fact,  only 
the  Federal  Communications  Commis¬ 
sion  is  authorized  to  perform  this  func¬ 
tion.  Therefore,  it  is  suggested  that  the 
current  5  77.71(a)  be  amended  to  reflect 
this. 

The  FAA  solicits  the  comments  of  all 
interested  persons  on  the  foregoing  pro¬ 
posed  changes  to  Part  77.  It  also  wel¬ 


comes  any  suggestions  on  the  need  for 
further  revision  of  this  part. 

Evaluation  or  Impacts 

It  has  been  determined  that  the  regu¬ 
latory  impact  of  this  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  would  be  minimal  and  that  an 
evaluation  pursuant  to  the  policy  state¬ 
ment  published  by  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation  (41  FR  16200)  is  not 
required. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  William  E.  Broadwater,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  and  Richard  W.  Dan- 
forth.  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

(Secs.  313(a)  and  1101  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.SC.  5  5  1354.  1501): 
Sec.  6(c).  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  US.C.  {  1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  2. 
1977. 

Raymond  G.  Belanger, 
Director,  Air  Traffic  Service. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
[  25  CFR  Part  54  ] 

PROCEDURES  GOVERNING  DETERMINA¬ 
TION  THAT  INDIAN  GROUP  IS  A  FED¬ 
ERALLY  RECOGNIZED  INDIAN  TRIBE 

Issuance  of  New  Part 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs. 
ACTION :  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY :  The  Bureau  proposes  new 
regulations  that  would  establish  proce¬ 
dures  to  govern  the  determination  that 
an  Indian  group  is  a  federally  recognized 
Indian  tribe.  The  recent  increase  in  the 
number  of  such  requests  before  the  De¬ 
partment  necessitates  the  development 
of  procedures  to  enable  that  a  uniform 
and  objective  approach  be  taken  to  their 
evaluation. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  18,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  should 
be  directed  to:  Director,  Office  of  Indian 
Services.  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  18th 
and  C  Streets,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20245. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  Leslie  N.  Gay,  Jr„  Division  of  Tri¬ 
bal  Government  Services,  Branch  of 
Tribal  Relations,  Telephone:  (202) 
343-4045. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Various  Indian  groups  throughout  the 
United  States,  thinking  it  in  their  best 
interest,  have  requested  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  “recognize"  them  as  an 
Indian  tribe.  Heretofore,  the  sparsity  of 
such  requests  permitted  an  acknowledg¬ 
ment  of  a  group’s  status  to  be  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Secretary  or  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  Department.  The  recent  in¬ 
crease  in  the  number  of  such  requests 
before  the  Department  necessitates  the 


development  of  procedures  to  enable  that 
a  uniform  and  objective  approach  be 
taken  to  their  evaluation. 

The  authority  for  the  Commissioner  to 
issue  these  regulations  is  contained  in 
(5  U.S.C.  301),  and  Sections  463  and  465 
of  the  revised  statutes  <25  U.S.C.  2  and 
9) .  and  230  DM  1  and  2. 

It  is  proposed  to  add  a  new  Part  54  to 
Subchapter  G  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  25  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to  read 
as  follows : 

PART  54 — PROCEDURES  GOVERNING  THE 
DETERMINATION  THAT  AN  INDIAN 
GROUP  IS  A  FEDERALLY  RECOGNIZED 
INDIAN  TRIBE 

Sec. 

54.1  Definitions 

54.2  Purpose 

54.3  Who  may  petition. 

54.4  Where  the  petition  Is  to  be  filed. 

54.5  Notice  of  reeclpt  of  the  petition. 

54.6  Form  and  content  of  the  petition. 

54.7  Processing  of  the  petition. 

54.8  Action  by  the  Commissioner. 

Authobity:  5  U.S.C.  301:  secs.  463  and  465 
(25  U.S  C.  2  and  9) ;  230  DM  1  and  2. 

§  54.1  Definitions. 

(a)  “Secretary"  means  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  or  his  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative. 

(b)  "Commissioner”  means  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Indian  Affairs  or  his  au¬ 
thorized  representative. 

(c>  "Bureau”  means  the  Bureau  of  In¬ 
dian  Affairs. 

(d)  “Department"  means  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior. 

(e>  “Indian  group,"  referred  to  also 
herein  as  “group."  means  any  community 
of  persons  of  Indian.  Aleut,  or  Eskimo 
extraction. 

(f)  “Federally  Recognized  Tribe” 
means  anv  Indian  group  within  the 
United  States  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  Acknowledges  to  have  had  and 
should  continue  to  have  the  status  of  a 
domestic  dependent  sovereign. 

§  54.2  Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  this  part  is  to  establish 
a  Departmental  procedure  and  policy  for 
determining  which  Indian  groups  should 
have  the  status  of  federally  recognized 
Indian  tribes.  These  regulations  shall  not 
apply  to  any  group  which  has  already 
been  recognized  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior. 

§  54.3  Who  may  petition. 

Any  Indian  group  in  the  United  States 
which  believes  that  it  has  the  status  of  a 
federally  recognized  Indian  tribe  may 
submit  within  one  year  from  the  effective 
date  of  these  regulations  a  petition  re¬ 
questing  that  the  Secretary  acknowledge 
such  status. 

§  54.4  Where  the  petition  in  to  be  filed. 

A  petition  requesting  acknowledgment 
that  an  Indian  group  has  the  status  of 
a  federally  recognized  Indian  tribe  shall 
be  filed  with  the  Commissioner  of  Indian 
Affairs  in  Washington,  D.C.  20245. 

§  54.5  Notice  of  receipt  of  the  petition. 

Within  ten  days  after  receiving  a  peti¬ 
tion.  the  Commissioner  shall  acknowl- 
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edge  receipt  of  such  petition  and  shall 
have  published  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  of  such  receipt,  including  the 
name  and  location  of  the  Indian  group 
submitting  the  petition  and  the  date  it 
was  received.  The  notice  shall  also  indi- 
•cate  where  a  copy  of  the  petition  may  be 
examined  locally.  The  notice  shall  invite 
comments  concerning  the  petition,  which 
comments  shall  be  considered  by  the 
Commissioner  in  connection  with  his  re¬ 
view  as  specified  in  §  54.7  of  this  part,  if 
received  by  him  within  sixty  days  of  the 
date  of  the  notice. 

§  34.6  Form  and  content  of  tlie  petition. 

The  petition  may  be  in  any  readable 
form  which  clearly  indicates  that  it  is 
a  petition  requesting  the  Secretary  to 
acknowledge  that  the  Indian  group  has 
the  status  of  a  federally  recognized  In¬ 
dian  tribe.  It  shall  include  at  least  the 
following : 

(a)  A  statement  of  the  facts  and  ar¬ 
guments  which  the  petitioners  believe 
will  establish  that  their  group  is  a  fed¬ 
erally  recognized  Indian  tribe  which  has 
been  and  should  continue  to  be  dealt 
with  as  such  by  the  United  States. 

<b>  A  list  of  all  current  members  of 
the  group,  and  a  copy  of  each  available 
former  list  of  members. 

(c)  A  copy  of  the  group’s  governing 
document  or,  in  the  absence  of  such  writ¬ 
ten  document,  a  statement  describing 
fully  the  procedures  which  govern  the 
affairs  of  the  group  and  its  membership 
standards. 

§  54.7  Processing  of  the  petition. 

(a)  Upon  receipt  of  a  petition,  the 
Commissioner  shall  cause  a  review  to  be 
conducted  to  determine  whether  the 
group  is  a  federally  recognized  Indian 
tribe  which  has  been  and  should  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  dealt  with  as  such  by  the 
United  States.  The  review  shall  include 
consideration  of  the  petition  and,  to  the 
extent  necessary,  verification  of  the 
factual  statements  contained  therein 
and  an  opportunity  to  present  oral 
arguments. 

<b)  The  Commissioner  may  require 
that  the  group  provide  additional  infor¬ 
mation.  especially  about  its  members,  in¬ 
cluding  but  not  limited  to  the  age,  Indian 
ancestry,  nature  of  tribal  affiliation,  and 
addresses  of  individual  members.  On  the 
basis  of  this  review  the  Commissioner 
shall  make  a  written  report  to  the  peti¬ 
tioner  and  interested  parties  setting 
forth  his  findings  and  conclusions  as  to 
the  group's  status.  All  timely  filed  peti¬ 
tions  shall  be  disposed  of  no  later  than 
three  years  from  the  effective  date  of 
these  regulations. 

(c)  The  Commissioner’s  report  shall 
deal  specifically  with  whether  the  group: 

(1)  Manifests  a  sense  of  social  soli¬ 
darity. 

(2)  Has  as  members  principally  per¬ 
sons  of  common  ethnological  origins. 

<3)  Exercises  political  authority  over 
its  members. 

(4)  Has  a  specific  area  which  the 
group  either  presently  inhabits  or  has 
inhabited  historically. 


(5)  Is  not,  nor  are  its  members,  the 
subject  of  congressional  legislation  ter¬ 
minating  the  Federal  relationship. 

(6)  Has  been  a  party  to  a  treaty  or 
agreement  with  the  United  States,  or  is 
a  successor  in  interest  to  an  Indian  tribe 
which  was  party  to  a  treaty  or  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  United  States,  which 
treaty  or  agreement  was  ratified  by  Con¬ 
gress  and  remains  in  effect.  For  purposes 
of  this  paragraph,  “successor  in  interest” 
to  a  tribe  means  an  Indian  group  whose 
members  are  principally  descendants  of 
the  tribe  in  question,  which  has  evolved 
from  the  tribe  by  a  continuous  process 
of  social  evolution,  and  which  has,  as  an 
entity,  assumed  at  least  some  of  the 
rights,  obligations,  and  traditions  of  the 
tribe  in  question.  If  the  group  has  been  a 
party  to  a  treaty  or  agreement  with  the 
United  States,  which  treaty  or  agreement 
was  not  ratified  by  Congress,  the  Com¬ 
missioner's  report  shall  indicate,  to  the 
extent  possible,  the  reasons  for  nonrati¬ 
fication. 

(7)  Has  been  designated  a  tribe  by  an 
Act  of  Congress,  Executive  Order,  or  ju¬ 
dicial  decision,  or  in  the  legislative  his¬ 
tory  of  a  bill  which  was  subsequently  en¬ 
acted  into  law. 

(8)  Has,  or  has  been  treated  by  a  state 
or  by  a  Federal  Government  Agency  as 
having,  collective  rights  in  land,  water, 
funds  or  other  assets,  or  collective  hunt¬ 
ing  and  fishing  rights. 

(9)  Has  received  services  from  any 
Federal  or  state  agency  ( the  report  shall 
specify  the  exact  nature  and  extent  of 
such  services,  whether  incidental  or 
otherwise) . 

(10)  Has  as  members  principally  per¬ 
sons  who  are  not  members  of  any  other 
Indian  tribe. 

§  54.8  Action  by  Commissioner. 

(a)  The  Commissioner’s  report  shall 
state  his  conclusion  as  to  whether  the 
petitioning  group  has  had  the  status  of 
a  federally  recognized  Indian  tribe  and 
should  continue  to  be  dealt  with  as  such 
by  the  United  States. 

<b>  The  Commissioner  shall  determine 
that  an  Indian  group  is  a  federally  rec¬ 
ognized  Indian  tribe  whenever  the  group 
satisfies  paragraphs  (1-5)  and  (10)  of 
8  54.7(c)  so  long  as  at  least  one  other 
paragraph  of  that  section  is  also  satis¬ 
fied. 

(c)  The  Commissioner  shall  deter¬ 
mine  that  an  Indian  group  is  not  a  fed¬ 
erally  recognized  Indian  tribe  if  the 
group  fails  to  satisfy  paragraphs  Cl )  — 
(5)  and  (10  of  §  54.7(b)  along  with  at 
least  one  other  paragraph  of  that  sec¬ 
tion. 

(d)  A  summary  of  the  Commissioner’s 
report  and  his  determination  as  to  the 
group’s  status  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  shall  be  subject 
to  review  by  the  Secretary,  who  may.  by 
acting  within  thirty  days  of  such  pub¬ 
lication,  supersede  that  determination. 
If  the  Secretary  takes  no  action  within 
such  thirty-day  period,  the  Commission¬ 
er’s  determination  shall  be  final,  and  be¬ 
come  effective  immediately.  If,  after  re¬ 
view,  the  Secretary  reaches  a  conclusion 


contrary  to  that  made  by  the  Commis¬ 
sioner,  he  may  supersede  the  Commis¬ 
sioner’s  determination.  The  Secretary’s 
determination  will  be  final  and  notice 
thereof  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

The  primary  author  of  this  document 
is  Mr.  Leslie  N.  Gay,  Jr.,  Chief,  Branch 
of  Tribal  Relations,  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs,  (202)  343-4045. 

Raymond  V.  Butler, 

Acting  Deputy  Commissioner 
of  Indian  Affair. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[  40  CFR  Part  52  ] 

JFRL  747-3] 

APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGATION  OF 
IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Air  Pollution  Control,  State  of  Arizona 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION :  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Through  this  notice  EPA 
proposes  to  approve,  with  exception,  re¬ 
visions  to  the  Arizona  State  Implemen¬ 
tation  Plan  (SIP).  These  revisions  in¬ 
clude  State  regulations  for  vehicle  in¬ 
spection/maintenance.  organic  com¬ 
pound  emissions  from  stationary  sources, 
definitions,  particulate  emissions  from 
stationary  sources,  assertions  of  juris¬ 
diction.  ambient  air  quality  standards, 
sulfur  compound  emissions,  carbon  mon¬ 
oxide  emissions  from  stationary  sources,, 
nitrogen  oxide  emissions,  and  miscel¬ 
laneous  (general)  regulations.  The  revi¬ 
sions  were  submitted  to  EPA  on  August 
20,  1973,  August  30.  1974,  February  3, 
1975,  September  16,  1975,  and  January 
23,  1976. 

DATES:  Comments  by:  July  18,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to:  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator,  Attn:  Air  and 
Hazardous  Materials  Division,  Air  Pro¬ 
grams  Branch,  Arizona-Nevada-Pacific 
Islands  Section  (A-4),  EPA  Region  IX. 
100  California  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94111. 

Availability  of  documents:  Copies  of 
the  State  revisions,  the  EPA  Evaluation 
Report,  and  this  Federal  Register  notice 
are  available  for  public  inspection  during 
normal  business  hours  at  the  EPA  Region 
IX  Library  at  the  above  address,  and  at 
the  following  locations: 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit, 
Room  2922  (EPA  Library),  401  “M” 
Street,  SW..  Washington.  D  C.  20460. 

Arizona  Department  of  Health  Serv¬ 
ices.  Bureau  of  Air  Pollution  Control. 
1740  West  Adams  Street,  Phoenix,  AZ 
85007. 

Arizona  Department  of  Health  Serv¬ 
ices,  Bureau  of  Air  Pollution  Control, 
Northern  Regional  Office,  2501  North 
Fourth  Street,  Suite  14  Flagstaff,  AZ 
86001. 

Arizona  Department  of  Health  Serv¬ 
ices,  Bureau  of  Air  Pollution  Control, 
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Southern  Regional  Office,  5055  East 
Broadway,  Suite  C-209,  Tucson.  AZ 
85711. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Erik  Hauge,  415-556-7595. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 

Background 

On  January  28,  1972,  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  1 10  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  40  CFR 
Part  51,  the  State  of  Arizona  submitted 
to  EPA  an  implementation  plan  (SIP) 
for  the  attainment  and  maintenance  of 
the  National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Stand¬ 
ards  (NAAQS) .  On  May  31,  1972  <37  FR 
10842),  the  Administrator  approved  the 
plan  with  specific  exceptions.  Since  then, 
the  State  of  Arizona  has  submitted  to 
EPA  numerous  proposed  revisions  to  the 
SIP  correcting  deficiencies  originally 
identified  by  EPA  and  including  new  and 
amended  regulations  adopted  by  the 
State  and  local  governments.  EPA  has 
viewed,  or  is  in  the  process  of  reviewing, 
these  revisions. 

On  August  20,  1973  and  August  30. 
1974  the  State  submitted  to  EPA  revised 
rules  and  regulations  for  air  pollution 
control.  On  February  3.  1975,  the  State 
submitted  to  EPA  assertions  of  Jurisdic¬ 
tion  and  House  Bill  2200  (Chapter  35. 
Laws  of  1974).  On  September  16,  1975, 
the  State  submitted  to  EPA  amendments 
to  its  rules  and  regulations,  including 
definitions,  test  methods  and  procedures, 
and  particulate  emissions  from  station¬ 
ary  sources.  On  January  23,  1976,  the 
State  submitted  to  EPA  amendments  to 
its  rules  and  regulations,  including  ve¬ 
hicle  inspection/maintenance  and  or¬ 
ganic  compound  emissions  from  station¬ 
ary  sources.  The  Intent  of  this  notice 
is  to  propose  EPA’s  actions  and  solicit 
public  comments  on  these  five 
submittals. 

Discussion  of  Action 

EPA.  pursuant  to  its  authority  in  40 
CFR  51.4(e)  to  approve  different  State 
procedures  designed  to  assure  adequate 
public  notice  and  participation  in  hear¬ 
ings.  has  determined  that,  although  less 
than  30  days  public  notice  was  sometimes 
given  in  advance  of  the  hearings  held  by 
the  State  on  the  adoption  of  these 
amendments  to  the  SIP,  public  partici¬ 
pation  measures  were  adequate  for  the 
adoption  of  these  regulations. 

The  State  regulations  were  adopted 
pursuant  to  the  authority  in  Arizona 
Revised  Statutes  (AR8>  Sections  36- 
1707,  36-1717,  and  36-1772.  This  fulfills 
the  requirements  of  40  CFR  51.11(a)  (1) 
and  (2),  that  each  plan  shall  show  that 
the  State  has  the* legal  authority  to  carry 
out  the  plan,  including  adoption  and 
enforcement  of  emission  standards,  limi¬ 
tations  and  any  other  measures  neces¬ 
sary  for  attainment  and  maintenance  of 
national  standards. 

EPA  has  revised  the  five  State  sub¬ 
mittals  for  their  consistency  with  the 
other  reouirements  of  40  CFR  Part  51 
and  the  Clean  Air  Act.  EPA  proposes  to 
approve  the  submittals  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  exceptions: 


1.  Regulation  R9-3-1005B  Time  of  In¬ 
spection  should  be  disapproved  because 
it  can  require  the  inspection  of  new  ve¬ 
hicles  prior  to  sale,  which  is  prohibited 
by  Section  209(a)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

2.  Regulation  R9-3-301  Visible  Emis¬ 
sions:  General  should  be  disapproved 
because  the  visible  emission  limitation 
of  No.  2  on  the  Ringelmann  Chart  is  not 
an  appropriate  visible  emission  limita¬ 
tion  for  the  detection  of  violations  of 
any  rules  and  regulations,  as  required  by 
40  CFR  51.19(c).  EPA  has  determined 
that  Ringelmann  1  or  20  percent  opacity 
is  the  appropriate  visible  emission  limi¬ 
tation  except  for  brief  periods  of  soot¬ 
blowing  and  start-up  conditions. 

3.  Regulation  7-1-4.2  (R9-3-402)  Sul¬ 
fur  Emissions:  Fuel  Burning  Installa¬ 
tions  should  be  disapproved  because  no 
demonstration  was  made  to  show  that 
the  use  of  high  sulfur  oil  would  not  in¬ 
terfere  with  attainment  or  maintenance 
of  the  National  Ambient  Air  Quality 
Standards. 

4.  Regulation  7— 1—1.3  (R9-3-103)  Air 
Pollution  Prohibited  should  be  disap¬ 
proved  because  it  may  allow  violations  of 
ambient  air  quality  standards  to  occur 
within  the  boundaries  of  an  operation. 
Areas  where  the  public  has  access,  both 
within  and  outside  of  the  boundaries  of 
an  operation,  must  be  protected  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

5.  Regulation  7-1-1. 6  (R9-3-106)  Ex¬ 
ceptions  should  be  disapproved  because  it 
is  too  broad  and  makes  all  emission  limit¬ 
ations  established  in  the  regulations  un¬ 
enforceable. 

6.  Assertions  of  Juridsicticyi  by  the 
Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Air  Pollution 
Control  over  all  sources  within  Apache. 
Navajo.  Santa  Cruz  and  Yavapai  Coun¬ 
ties.  except  with  respect  to  Indian  lands 
<  May  8. 1973) ;  over  all  sources  in  Cochise 
County  (January  21,  1974) ;  and  over  all 
existing  and  future  mining  facilities  with 
ore  concentrators  and/or  ore  roasters, 
and  cotton  gins  in  Mohave  County  (No¬ 
vember  1.  1974)  should  be  approved. 
However.  EPA  proposes  to  disapprove  the 
State-submitted  implementation  plan  to 
the  extent  that  the  plan  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  any  legally  enforceable  regulations 
and  a  demonstration  that  such  regula¬ 
tions  will  cause  the  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  National  Ambient  Air 
Quality  Standards  in  Graham  and 
Greenlee  Counties. 

7.  Regulation  7-1-2.8  (R9-3-208)  Anti- 
Degradation  should  be  approved.  How¬ 
ever.  the  State  plan  should  be  disap¬ 
proved  in  part  because  the  State  has 
failed  to  submit  specific  regulations  to 
prevent  air  quality  degradation  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  intent  of  Section  101 
(b)(1)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  Substitute 
regulations  have  been  promulgated  in  40 
CFR  52.144  for  the  State  of  Arizona. 

8  Regulation  7-1-4.1  (R9-3-401)  Sul¬ 
fur  Emissions:  Copper  Smelters  will  be 
considered  in  a  separate  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  action. 

9.  House  Bill  2200  (Chapter  35.  A.R.S.— 
April  26.  1974)  Terms  and  Conditions  for 
Conditional  Permits  will  be  considered  in 
a  separate  Federal  Register  action. 


Authority 

Sections  110  and  301(a).  Clean  Air  Act.  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857C-5  and  1857g(a). 
respectively) . 

Dated:  June  7.  1977. 

Paul  De  Falco,  Jr., 
Regional  Administrator. 
|FR  Doc  77-17068  Filed  8-15-77:8:45  amj 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 

[46  CFR  34.  76,  95,  162,  167,  and  193] 

|  COD  78-0861 

FIRE  PROTECTION  EQUIPMENT 
Firehose  Nozzle  Requirements 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rules. 

SUMMARY:  The  Coast  Guard  is  con¬ 
sidering  amending  the  fire  protection 
equipment  regulations  in  46  CFR  Chap¬ 
ter  I  by  requiring  that,  except  in  special 
limited  cases,  only  combination  solid 
stream  and  water  spray  firehose  nozzles 
and  low-velocity  water  spray  applicators 
that  meet  46  CFR  Subpart  162.027  may 
be  used  on  Coast  Guard-inspected  ves¬ 
sels  other  than  small  passenger  vessels. 
Straight  or  “smoothbore”  firehose  noz¬ 
zles  that  emit  only  a  solid  stream  of 
water  are  ineffective  on  some  types  of 
fire  and  lack  cut-off  capability.  This  pro¬ 
posal  would,  in  effect,  prohibit  the  use  of 
straight  firehose  nozzles  on  both  new  and 
existing  vessels. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before:  August  1.  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Commandant  (G-CMC/81), 
U.S.  Coast  Guard.  Washington,  D.C. 
20599.  Comments  will  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  Marine  Safety  Coun¬ 
cil  (G-CMC/81 ) .  Room  8117.  Department 
of  Transportation.  Nassif  Building,  400 
Seventh  Street.  S.W.,  Washington.  D.C. 
29590.  A  cony  of  the  economic  evaluation 
from  which  the  economic  summary  in 
this  document  is  taken  is  also  available 
for  examination  at  the  above  addresses. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Captain  George  K.  Greiner.  Marine 
Safety  Council  (G-CMC/81),  Room 
8117,  Department  of  Transportation, 
Nassif  Building,  400  Seventh  Street. 
S.W,  Washington.  D.C.  20590,  202- 
426-1477. 

SUPPLEMENTA  R  Y  INFORMATION : 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to  partic¬ 
ipate  in  this  proposed  rulemaking  by 
submitting  written  views,  data,  or  argu¬ 
ments.  Each  person  submitting  a  com¬ 
ment  should  include  his  name  and  ad¬ 
dress.  identify  this  notice  (CGD  76-086) 
and  the  specific  section  of  the  prooosal 
to  which  his  comment  applies,  and  give 
the  reasons  for  his  comment.  The  pro¬ 
posal  mav  be  changed  in  light  of  com¬ 
ments  received.  All  comments  received 
will  be  considered  before  final  action  is 
taken  on  this  proposal.  Copies  of  all  writ- 
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ten  comments  received  will  be  available 
lor  examination  by  interested  persons. 
No  public  hearing  is  planned  but  one  may 
be  held  at  a  time  and  place  to  be  set  in  a 
later  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  if 
requested  in  writing  by  an  interested  per¬ 
son  raising  a  genuine  issue  and  desiring 
to  comment  orally  at  a  public  hearing. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in  the 
drafting  of  this  rule  making  are:  Mr. 
Daniel  Sheehan,  Project  Manager,  Office 
of  Merchant  Marine  Safety,  and  Mr. 
Stanley  Colby,  Project  Attorney,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Discussion  of  Proposal 

On  June  2,  1973,  the  SS  C.  V.  Seawitch 
lost  steering  control  in  New  York  harbor 
and  struck  and  penetrated  the  anchored 
Belgian  tank  vessel  SS  ESSO  Brussels. 
The  resulting  disaster  caused  16  deaths, 
$23  million  dollars  in  damage  to  the  ves¬ 
sels  and  their  cargo,  and  pollution  of 
nearby  beaches. 

The  only  firefighting  equipment  uti¬ 
lized  by  the  C.  V.  Seawitch  crew  was  the 
IV2  inch  interior  hoses  equipped  with 
straight-bore  nozzles.  The  exterior  fire¬ 
hose  stations  with  2>/2  inch  hoses  were  all 
inaccessible  due  to  the  heat  and  flames 
and  were  not  able  to  be  used.  The  lVi 
inch  hoses  were  used  to  direct  streams  of 
water  to  cool  exterior  doors  and  to  gain 
a  supply  of  fresh  air  by  sweeping  adja¬ 
cent  areas  to  the  weather  deck  to  drive 
the  fire  and  smoke  away  from  the  par¬ 
tially  opened  doors.  They  were  consid¬ 
ered.  by  the  crew,  to  be  ineffective  in 
providing  a  protective  screen  of  water. 
The  fire  main  lost  pressure  and  became 
ineffective  about  10  minutes  prior  to  the 
crew  abandoning  ship  (approximately  50 
minutes  after  impact) . 

The  Marine  Board  of  Investigation 
convened  to  investigate  the  C.V.  Sea- 
witch-Esso  Brussels  collision  and  fire 
issued  its  report  on  January  31,  1974. 
Among  the  findings  of  the  board  was, 
“The  fire-fighting  and  survival  efforts 
subsequent  to  the  casualty  were  ham¬ 
pered  by  the  limitation  of  the  straight 
hose  nozzles  at  the  interior  firehose  sta¬ 
tions.  The  subsequent  loss  of  emergency 
fire  main  pressure,  about  ten  minutes 
prior  to  the  abandonment  of  the  vessel, 
can  be  attributed  to  the  many  hoses  left 
open  and  some  without  nozzles  to  re¬ 
strain  or  reduce  the  flow.  The  lack  of 
crew  training  in  proper  firefighting  tech¬ 
niques  is  evident  by  the  manner  in  which 
the  hoses  and  fire  stations  were  left 
open  thereby  depriving  the  crew’  of  fire¬ 
fighting  capability  prior  to  rescue.  The 
proper  use  of  combination  type  nozzles 
capable  of  solid  stream,  fog,  and  cut-off 
capability  in  one  unit,  would  have  been 
more  effective  and  prevented  the  loss  of 
fire  main  pressure.” 

The  Marine  Board  of  Investigation 
recommended  that  the  Coast  Guard 
should  amend  the  applicable  regulations 
to  require  that  approved  combination 
firehose  nozzles  that  provide  solid 
stream,  high  velocity  water  spray,  and 
shutoff  capability  must  be  installed  at  all 
fire  station  hydrants.  The  National 


Transportation  Safety  Board  Subse¬ 
quently  concurred  with  this  recom¬ 
mendation. 

In  accordance  with  the  Marine  Safety 
Board’s  recommendation,  the  Coast 
Guard  proposes  to  amend  46  CFR 

34.10- 10,  34.10-90,  76.10-10,  95.10-10, 

95.10- 90,  167.45-5,  167.45-40,  193.10-10, 
and  193.10-90  to  require  that  each  length 
of  firehose  on  each  fire  hydrant  on  a 
Coast  Guard -inspected  vessel  other  than 
a  small  passenger  vessel  must  have  a 
combination  solid  stream  and  water 
spray  firehose  nozzles  that  is  approved 
under  46  CFR  Subpart  162.027.  The  re¬ 
quirement,  which  now  applies  to  all  tank 
vessels  contracted  for  after  May  25, 
1965,  would  be  extended  to  tank  vessels 
contracted  before  May  25,  1965,  cargo 
and  miscellaneous  vessels,  nautical 
school  ships,  and  oceanographic  vessels. 
The  only  exceptions  to  this  require¬ 
ment  are  in  46  CFR  95.10-10(i)(6), 

95.10- 90<a)  (2),  193.10-10(1X6),  and 

193.10- 90<a) ,  that  allow  a  bronze  garden 
hose  nozzle  on  a  3/4  inch  hose.  Combina¬ 
tion  solid  stream  and  water  spray  fire¬ 
hose  nozzles  and  low-velocity  water 
spray  applicators  approved  under  Sub- 
part  162.027  before  May  26,  1965,  could 
be  continued  in  use  after  the  effective 
date  of  these  proposed  regulations  if 
their  water  spray  tips  and  heads  are 
designed  to  prevent  clogging  by  rust 
or  other  foreign  matter,  or  if  the  nozzle 
or  fire  hydrant  has  a  self -cleaning 
strainer  that  meets  the  requirements  un¬ 
der  which  the  nozzle  was  originally  ap¬ 
proved.  Replacement  nozzles  or  appli¬ 
cators.  however,  would  be  required  to 
meet  the  current  standards  in  Subpart 
162.027. 

The  "smoothbore”  nozzle  which  would 
be  replaced  under  this  proposal  emits 
only  a  solid  stream  of  water  which  can¬ 
not  be  shut  off  at  the  nozzle.  Its  chief 
use  is  in  fighting  “Class  “A”  fires,  for 
cooling  decks  and  bulkheads,  and  for 
diverting  the  flow  of  flammable  liquids. 
The  combination  solid  stream  and  wa¬ 
ter  spray  firehouse  nozzle,  which  would 
replace  it,  is  more  versatile,  having  both 
solid  stream  and  high-velocity  spray 
capabilities,  and  can  be  shut  off  by  a 
valve  in  the  nozzle.  The  use  of  the  com¬ 
bination  nozzle  is  flexible.  The  firefighter 
moves  the  valve  handle  from  shut-off 
to  high  velocity  spray  and  to  solid 
stream  quickly  and  easily  as  conditions 
warrent.  The  high-velocity  water  spray 
is  used  to  beat  back  the  heat,  flames,  and 
smoke,  and  to  form  a  protective  barrier 
between  the  firefighters  and  the  fire, 
allowing  them  to  move  forward  and  ap¬ 
proach  the  seat  of  the  fire.  The  solid 
stream  is  then  brought  into  play  to  get 
at  the  seat  of  the  fire  while  the  sur¬ 
rounding  area  is  cooled  by  the  high- 
velocity  spray.  When  a  low-velocity  water 
spray  applicator  is  fitted  to  the  combina¬ 
tion  nozzle,  the  firefighter  is  able  to  reach 
over  or  around  obstructions  to  smother 
the  fire  with  a  cooling  blanket  of  spray. 

In  the  specification  for  the  combina¬ 
tion  solid  stream  and  water  spray  fire¬ 
hose  nozzle,  46  CFR  Subpart  162.027,  the 
low-velocity  water  spray  applicator  is 
described  as  though  it  was  an  integral 


part  of  the  combination  nozzle.  In  the 
vessel  regulations,  46  CFR  Parts  34,  76, 
95,  167,  181  and  193,  however,  the  appli¬ 
cator  is  treated  as  a  separate  item  of 
equipment.  This  inconsistency  would  be 
eliminated  by  amending  Subpart  162.027 
to  agree  with  the  vessel  regulations.  In 
Subpart  162.027,  as  amended,  the  appli¬ 
cator  would  be  a  separate  item  of  equip¬ 
ment  but  would  mate  with,  and  be  ap¬ 
proved  simultaneously  with,  a  specific 
make  and  model  of  combination  nozzle. 
The  number  of  low-velocity  water  spray 
applicators  required  by  the  vessel  regu¬ 
lations  for  each  vessel  would  not  be 
changed.  The  applicator  length  require¬ 
ments  in  46  CFR  34.10-10,  76.10-10,  95.- 
10-10  and  193.10-10,  however,  would  be 
changed  to  conform  to  Subpart  162.027. 

In  addition,  editorial  changes  would 
be  made  in  each  applicable  section  to 
simplify  and  clarify  the  firehose  nozzle 
and  applicator  requirements. 

This  proposal  would  apply  to  new  and 
existing  vessels.  The  Coast  Guard  rec¬ 
ognizes  that  manufactures  and  suppliers 
of  combination  nozzles  may  not  have 
sufficient  quantities  of  nozzles  in  stock 
to  allow'  an  immediate  industry-wide 
change-over.  Therefore,  in  order  to  al¬ 
low  orderly  implementation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  requirements,  owners  of  existing 
vessels  would  be  given  up  to  two  years  to 
comply.  This  would  allow  the  Coast 
Guard  to  ensure  compliance  with  the 
proposed  amendment  at  a  vessel’s  next 
inspection  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
final  rule. 

This  proposal  has  been  reviewed  for 
economic  effects  under  Department  of 
Transportation  “Policies  to  Improve 
Analysis  and  Review  of  Regulations”  (41 
FR  16200). 

The  estimated  present  cost  of  a  combi¬ 
nation  nozzle  that  meets  46  CFR  Subpart 
162.027,  not  including  the  low-velocity 
water  spray  applicator,  is  about  $150. 
The  number  of  fire  stations  varies  from 
vessel  to  vessel,  but  on  the  average  there 
are  10  per  vessel.  Most  tank  vessels  are 
already  equipped  with  combination  noz¬ 
zles,  so  the  proposal  would  affect  only 
tank  vessels  contracted  before  May  25, 
1965,  passenger  vessels,  cargo  and  mis¬ 
cellaneous  vessels,  nautical  school  ships, 
and  oceanographic  vessels.  If  a  total  of 
1  000  vessels  are  affected,  the  total  in¬ 
dustry  cost  to  purchase  the  proposed 
combination  nozzles  would  be  $1,500,000. 
The  cost  of  labor  to  install  the  nozzles  on 
each  vessel  would  be  insignificant.  If  the 
industry  is  given  two  years  to  comply,  the 
annual  cost  of  this  proposal  would  be 
less  than  $800,000,  well  below  the  lower 
limits  of  a  major  action  under  Executive 
Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

This  proposal  benefits  the  shipping  in¬ 
dustry  and  the  public  by  improving  the 
capability  of  a  vessel’s  crew  to  control  or 
extinguish  a  fire,  and  by  reducing  the 
danger  to  which  the  fire  fighters  may  be 
exposed. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Coast  Guard  proposes  to  amend  Chapter 
I  of  Title  46,'  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  as  follows: 
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PART  34 — FIREFIGHTING  EQUIPMENT 

1.  By  deleting  {  34.10-10(o) ,  revising 
Table  34.10-10(0)  and  redesignating  It 
Table  34.10-10 (e-1),  revising  {34.10-10 
(n)  and  the  first  sentence  of  {  34.10-10 
(e) ,  and  adding  a  new  sentence  to  follow 
this  first  sentence  and  adding  a  new 
5  34.10-10 (e-1),  to  read  as  follows: 

§  34.10—10  Fire  station  hydrants,  hose 
and  nozzles — T/ ALL. 

9  9  •  9  • 

(e)  Each  fire  station  hydrant  must 
have  at  least  one  length  of  firehose.  Each 
firehose  on  the  hydrant  must  have  a 
combination  solid  stream  and  water 
spray  firehose  nozzle  that  Is  approved 
under  Subpart  162.027  of  this  chap¬ 
ter.  ••  • 

(e-1)  Each  of  the  number  of  hydrants 
In  the  locations  listed  In  Table  34.10-10 
(e-1)  must  have  a  low-velocity  water 
spray  applicator  approved  under  Sub¬ 
part  162.027  of  this  chapter  that  Is  of  the 
length  listed  In  that  table. 

Table  34.10-10  (e-1 ). — Hydrant s  with 
Coast  Guard  approved  lotr-vclocity 
water  spray  applicators 


Number  of  Approved 

Location  hydrants  with  applicator 

approved  length 

applicator.-.  (feet) 


Living  space _  1  4. 

Weather  deck _  4  10  or  12. 

Machinery  space _  2  4. 


•  *  •  •  .  • 


(n)  Each  low-velocity  water  spray  ap¬ 
plicator  under  paragraph  (e-1)  of  this 
section  must: 

(1)  connect  to  the  Coast  Guard-ap¬ 
proved  combination  nozzle;  and 

(2)  have  fixed  brackets,  hooks,  or 
other  means  for  stowing  it  next  to  the 
hydrant. 

2.  By  revising  §  34.10-90  (a)(7),  and 

(a)  (10)  through  (a)  (13),  striking  the 
words  “and  facilities”  and  inserting  the 
words,  “facilities,  and  equipment,  ex¬ 
cept  firehose  nozzles.”  after  the  word 
“materials”  in  the  first  sentence  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)(1),  and  revising  paragraph 

(b)  (2)  to  read  as  follows : 

§  34.10—90  Installations  contracted  for 
prior  to  May  26,  1965— T/All. 

(a)  •  •  * 

(7)  Each  fire  pump  on  a  tankship  of 
500  gross  tons  or  more  must  deliver 
enough  water  to  the  fire  main  so  that 
the  topmost  outlet  on  the  fire  main  emits 
two  jets  of  water  at  a  Pitot  tube  pressure 
of  50  pounds  per  square  inch  through 
two  combination  solid  stream  and  water 
spray  firehose  nozzles  meeting  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (10)  of  this  section. 

•  9  9  9  9 

(10)  Each  fire  station  hydrant  on  a 
tankship  of  500  gross  tons  or  more  must 
have  at  least  one  length  of  firehose.  Each 
firehose  on  the  hydrant  must  have  a 
combination  solid  stream  and  water 
spray  firehose  nozzle  that  is  approved 
under  Subpart  162.027,  except  as  allowed 
under  paragraphs  (a)  (12)  and  (a)  (13) 
of  this  section. 


(11)  On  each  tankship  of  1,000  gross 
tons  or  more,  the  nozzle  under  paragraph 
(a)  (10)  of  this  section  on  each  of  the 
following  hydrants  must  have  a  low- 
velocity  water  spray  applicator  that  is 
approved  under  Subpart  162.027: 

(1)  At  least  two  hydrants  in  the  ma¬ 
chinery  and  boiler  spaces. 

(ii>  At  least  25  percent  of  the  other 
hydrants. 

(12)  Each  tankship  of  1.000  gross  tons 
or  more  contracted  for  after  June  30, 
1951  and  before  January  1,  1962,  must 
meet  the  following: 

(1)  Before  ( effective  date >,  if  the  noz¬ 
zle  or  applicator  was  approved  under 
Subpart  162.027  before  May  26.  1965: 

(A)  The  nozzle  must  have  a  high- 
velocity  water  spray  tip  that  meets 
{  162.027-2 (c)  of  this  chapter,  and  the 
applicator  must  have  a  low-velocity 
water  spray  head  that  meets  §  162.027- 
2(c)  of  this  chapter;  or 

(B)  The  fire  hydrant  or  the  nozzle 
must  have  a  self -cleaning  strainer  that 
meets  the  requirements  under  which  the 
nozzle  was  approved. 

(ii)  After  ( effective  date),  each  new 
or  replacement  nozzle  must  meet  {  34.10- 
90(a) (10>,  and  each  replacement  low- 
velocity  water  spray  applicator  must 
meet  §  34.10-90(a) (lf> . 

(13)  Each  tankship  of  1,000  gross  tons 
or  more  contracted  for  before  July  1, 
1951,  must  meet  the  following: 

<i)  Before  ( effective  date),  if  the  noz¬ 
zle  or  applicator  was  approved  under 
Subpart  162.027  of  this  chapter  before 
May  26,  1965: 

(A)  The  nozzle  must  have  a  high- 
velocity  water  spray  tip  that  meets 
§  162.027-2(c)  of  this  chapter,  and  the 
applicator  must  have  a  low -velocity 
water  spray  head  that  meets  §  162.027- 
2(c)  of  this  chapter;  or 

<B)  The  fire  hydrant  or  nozzle  must 
have  a  self -cleaning  strainer  that  meets 
the  requirements  under  which  the  nozzle 
was  approved. 

(ii)  After  ( effective  date),  each  new 
or  replacement  nozzle  must  meet  §  34. 
10-90(a)  (10) ,  and  each  new  or  replace¬ 
ment  low-velocity  water  applicator  must 
meet  §  34.10-90(a)  (ID. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(2)  Each  fire  station  hydrant  must 
have  at  least  one  length  of  firehose.  Each 
firehose  on  the  hydrant  must  have  a 
combination  solid  stream  and  water 
spray  firehose  nozzle  that  is  approved 
under  Subpart  162.027  of  this  chapter, 
and  each  of  the  number  of  hydrants  in 
the  locations  listed  in  Table  34.10-10(e- 
1)  must  have  a  low-velocity  water  spray 
applicator  that: 

(i)  Is  approved  under  Subpart  162.027 
of  this  chapter; 

(ii)  Is  of  the  length  listed  in  Table 
34.10-10(e-l) ;  and 

(ill)  Meets  §  34.10-10(n>. 


PART  76— FIRE  PROTECTION  EQUIPMENT 

3.  By  revising  {  76.10-10(g)  and  (J) 
and  adding  new  {  76.10-10  (J-l)  and  (j- 
2)  to  read  as  follows: 


§  76.10—10  Fire  hydrant*  and  ho*c. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(g)  Each  fire  hydrant  must  have  at 
least  (me  length  of  fire  hose,  a  spanner, 
and  a  hose  rack  or  other  device  for 
stowing  the  hose. 

•  9  9  9  9 

(j)  Each  fire  hose  on  each  hydrant 
must  have  a  combination  solid  stream 
and  water  spray  fire  hose  nozzle  that  is 
approved  under  Subpart  162.027  of  this 
chapter. 

(j-l)  The  following  must  have  low- 
velocity  water  spray  applicators  that  are 
approved  under  Subpart  162.027  of  this 
chapter : 

(1)  In  the  accommodation  and  serv¬ 
ice  areas,  two  fire  hoses  having  approved 
combination  nozzles. 

(2)  In  each  propulsion  machinery 
space  containing  an  oil-fired  boiler,  in¬ 
ternal  combustion  machinery,  or  oil  fuel 
unit  on  a  vessel  on  an  international 
voyage  or  of  1000  gross  tons  or  more, 
each  firehose  having  an  approved  nozzle. 
The  length  of  each  applicator  must  be 
4  feet. 

(j-2)  Fixed  brackets,  hooks,  or  other 
means  for  stowing  an  applicator  must  be 
next  to  each  fire  hydrant  that  has  an  ap¬ 
plicator  under  paragraph  (j)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion. 

9  9  9  9  9 

4.  By  inserting  the  words  “,  except  fire¬ 
hose  nozzles  and  low-velocity  water  spray 
applicators,”  following  the  words  “Exist¬ 
ing  equipment”  in  the  second  sentence 
of  $  76.10-90(a)  (1),  and  by  adding  new 
§  76.10-90(a)  (6)  and  (7)  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  76.10—90  Installation  contracted  for 
prior  to  May  26,  1965. 

(a)  *  •  • 

(6)  Before  ( effective  date),  each  fire¬ 
hose  nozzle  must  meet  §  76.10-10(j),  and 
each  low-velocity  water  spray  applicator 
must  meet  {76.10-10(j-l),  except  if  the 
nozzle  or  applicator  was  approved  under 
Subpart  162.027  of  this  chapter  before 
May  26,  1965— 

(i)  The  nozzle  must  have  a  high-ve¬ 
locity  water  spray  tip  that  meets  {  162.- 
027-2 (c)  of  this  chapter,  and  the  appli¬ 
cator  must  have  a  low-velocity  water 
spray  head  that  meets  §  162.027-2  (c)  of 
this  chapter:  or 

(ii)  The  fire  hydrant  or  nozzle  must 
have  a  self -cleaning  strainer  that  meets 
the  requirements  under  which  the  noz¬ 
zle  was  approved. 

(7)  After  ( effective  date) ,  each  new  or 
replacement  nozzle  must  meet  {  76.16-10 
(j)  and  each  low -velocity  water  spray 
applicator  must  meet  §  76.10-10(j-l) . 


PART  95— FIRE  PROTECTION  EQUIPMENT 

5.  By  revising  §  95.10-10  (g)  and  (1) , 
and  adding  new  {  95.10-10(1-1) and  (L- 
2)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  95.10—10  Fire  hydrants  and  hose. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(g)  Each  fire  hydrant  must  have  at 
least  one  length  of  firehose,  a  spanner. 
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and  a  hose  rack  or  other  device  for  stow¬ 
ing  the  hose. 

*  *  *  •  * 

(i)  Each  firehose  on  each  hydrant 
must  have  a  combination  solid  stream 
and  water  spray  firehose  nozzle  that  is 
approved  under  Subpart  162.027  of  this 
chapter,  except  as  allowed  in  Table 
95.10-5  (a). 

(i-1)  In  each  propulsion  machinery 
space  containing  an  oil  fired  boiler,  in¬ 
ternal  combustion  machinery,  or  oil  fuel 
unit  on  a  vessel  on  an  international  voy¬ 
age  or  of  1000  gross  tons  or  more,  each 
firehose  having  an  approved  combina¬ 
tion  nozzle  must  have  a  low-velocity  wa¬ 
ter  spray  applicator  that  is  approved 
under  Subpart  162.027  of  this  chapter. 
The  length  of  each  applicator  must  be 
four  feet. 

(i-2)  Fixed  brackets,  hooks  or  other 
means  for  stowing  an  applicator  must 
be  next  to  each  fire  hydrant  that  has  an 
applicator  under  paragraph  (i-1)  of  this 
section. 

•  *  *  *  -  • 

6.  By  inserting  the  words  “,  except 
firehose  nozzles  and  low-velocity  water 
spray  applicators,”  following  the  words 
“Existing  equipment  in  the  second  sen¬ 
tence  of  §  95.10-90(a)  (1),  and  adding 
new  §  95.10-90(a)  (5)  and  (6)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  95.10—90  Installation  contracted  for 
prior  to  May  26,  1965. 

<ai  *  *  * 

(5)  Before  ( effective  date),  each  fire¬ 
hose  nozzle  must  meet  §  95.10-10(i),  and 
each  low-velocity  water  spray  applica¬ 
tor  must  meet  §  95.10-10 (i-1 ) ,  except  if 
the  nozzle  or  applicator  was  approved 
under  Subpart  162.027  of  this  chapter 
before  May  26,  1965 — 

(i)  The  nozzle  must  have  a  high- 
velocity  water  spray  tip  that  meets 
§  162.027-2 (c)  of  this  chapter,  and  the 
applicator  must  have  a  low -velocity 
water  spray  head  that  meets  g  162.027- 
2(c)  of  this  chapter;  or 

(ii)  The  fire  hydrant  or  nozzle  must 
have  a  self-cleaning  strainer  that  meets 
the  requirements  under  which  the  nozzle 
was  approved. 

(6)  After  ( effective  date ) ,  each  new  or 
ieplacement  nozzle  must  meet  g  95.10- 
10  (i) ,  and  each  new  or  replacement  low- 
velocity  water  spray  applicator  must 
meet  g  95.10-10(1-1). 

PART  162— ENGINEERING  EQUIPMENT 

7.  By  revising  the  heading  of  Subpart 
162.027  to  read  as  follows: 

Subpart  162.027 — Combination  Solid 

Stream  and  Water  Spray  Firehose  Nozzle 

and  Low-Velocity  Water  Spray  Applicator 

§  162.027—2  f  Amended] 

8.  In  g  162.027-2 (a)  by— 

a.  Inserting  the  word  “and”  between 
the  words  “either  outlet,”  and  “a  high 
velocity”  in  the  first  sentence; 

b.  Striking  the  words  “,  and  an  appli¬ 
cator  with  a  low-velocity  water  spray 
head”,  from  the  first  sentence; 


c.  Striking  the  words  “the  applicator 
with  the  low-velocity  head”  from  the  sec¬ 
ond  sentence  and  inserting  in  their  place 
the  words  “a  low-velocity  water  spray 
applicator  that  meets  §  162.027-3  (b) 
(2)”;  and 

d.  By  revising  the  third  sentence  to 
read:  “The  low-velocity  water  spray  ap¬ 
plicator  has  an  angled  tube,  a  low- 
velocity  water  spray  head,  and  a  connec¬ 
tion  for  the  combination  nozzle.” 

9.  By  revising  the  heading  of  g  162.- 
027-2 (b)  and  adding  a  new  g  162.027-2 
(c)  to  read  as  follows: 

*  *  *  *  * 

(b)  Nozzle  size.  *  *  * 

•(c)  Spray  tip  and  head.  Each  high- 
velocity  water  spray  tip  and  each  low- 
velocity  water  spray  head  of  a  nozzle  or 
applicator  for  1  y2  inch  hose  must  be  de¬ 
signed  to  pass  material  equal  in  size  to 
a  %  inch  diameter  ball.  Each  high- 
velocity  water  spray  tip  and  each  low- 
velocity  water  spray  head  of  a  nozzle  or 
applicator  for  2  y2  inch  h06e  must  be 
designed  to  pass  material  equal  in  size 
to  a  y2  inch  diameter  ball. 

§  162.027-3  [Amended] 

10.  By  inserting  the  words  “and  appli¬ 
cators”  following  the  words  “fire  hose 
nozzles”  in  the  first  sentence  of  g  162.- 
027-3(a)(l),  following  the  words  “com¬ 
bination  nozzles”  in  the  first  sentence  of 
the  introductory  text  in  g  162.027-3  (b) , 
and  following  the  words  “Combination 
nozzles”  in  g  162.027-3  (c)  and  (d) . 

§  162.027-1  L  Amended] 

11.  By  inserting  the  words  “and  appli¬ 
cators”  following  the  words  “combina¬ 
tion  nozzles”  wherever  they  appear  in  the 
first  sentence  of  g  162.027-4(a). 

12.  By  revising  the  heading  of  g  162.- 
027-5(a)  and  adding  a  new  g  162.027-5 
(b)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  162.027-5  Marking. 

(a)  Nozzles.  *  •  * 

(b)  Applicators.  Each  low-velocity 
water  spray  applicator  must  be  perma¬ 
nently  and  legibly  marked  with  the  man¬ 
ufacturer’s  name  and  the  model  desig¬ 
nation  of  the  nozzle  with  which  it  is  used. 

§  162.027—6  [Amended] 

13.  By  inserting  the  words  “and  appli¬ 
cators”  following  the  words  “fire  hose 
nozzles”  in  the  first  sentence  of  g  162.- 
027-6 (a)  and  following  the  words  “com¬ 
bination  nozzles”  in  the  first  sentence  of 
g  162.027-6(b) . 

PART  167— PUBLIC  NAUTICAL  SCHOOL 
SHIPS 

14.  By  striking  in  the  third  sentence 
of  g  167.45-5(c)  (1)  each  word  after  the 
words  “50  pounds  per  square  inch”,  and 
adding  a  new  g  167.45-5  (h)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  167.45—5  Steam  fire  pumps  or  their 
equivalent. 

•  •  *  *  • 

(h)  Each  fire  hydrant  must  have  at 
least  one  length  of  firehose.  Each  firehose 
on  the  hydrant  must  have  a  combination 


solid  stream  and  water  spray  firehose 
nozzle  that  is  approved  under  Subpart 
162.027  of  this  chapter. 

15.  By  revising  g  167.45-40 (c)  and  add¬ 
ing  new  g  167.45-40  (c-1)  and  (c-2)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  167.45—40  Fire  fighting  equipment  on’ 
nautical  school  ships  using  oil  as  fuel. 
*  *  •  *  * 

(c)  In  the  boiler  and  machinery  spaces, 
at  least  two  fire  hydrants  must  have  a 
firehose  of  a  length  that  allows  each  part 
of  the  boiler  and  machinery  spaces  to  be 
reached  by  the  combination  nozzle. 

(c-1)  Before  ( effective  date) ,  each  fire¬ 
hose  under  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section 
must  have  a  combination  solid  stream 
and  water  spray  nozzle  and  a  low-velocity 
water  spray  applicator  that  are  approved 
under  Subpart  162.027  of  this  chapter, 
except  if  the  nozzle  or  applicator  was 
approved  under  Subpart  162.027  of  this 
chapter  before  May  26, 1965 — 

( 1 )  The  nozzle  must  have  a  high-veloc¬ 
ity  water  spray  tip  that  meets  g  162.027-2 
(c)  of  this  chapter,  and  the  applicator 
must  have  a  low -velocity  water  spray  ap¬ 
plicator  that  meets  §  162.027-2(c)  of  this 
chapter;  or 

(2)  The  fire  hydrant  or  nozzle  must 
have  a  self -cleaning  strainer  that  meets 
the  requirements  under  which  the  nozzle 
was  approved. 

(c-2)  After  (effective  date),  each  new 
or  replacement  nozzle  or  applicator  must 
be  approved  under  Subpart  162.027  of 
this  chapter. 

*  •  *  *  • 

PART  193— FIRE  PROTECTION 
EQUIPMENT 

18.  By  striking  out  the  words  “and 
hose  with  fog  applicator”  from  the  sec¬ 
ond  sentence  of  §  193.10-10(d),  revising 
g  193.10-10(1)  and  adding  g  193.10-10 
(i-1)  and  (i-2)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  193.10—10  Fire  hydrant"  and  hose. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(i)  Each  fire  hydrant  must  have  at 
least  one  length  of  firehose.  Each  fire¬ 
hose  must  have  a  combination  solid 
stream  and  water  spray  nozzle  that  is 
approved  under  Subpart  162.027  of  this 
chapter,  except  %  inch  hose  may  have 
a  garden  hose  nozzle  that  is  bronze  or 
equivalent  corrosion-resistant  metal. 

(i-1)  Each  of  the  following  must  have 
a  low-velocity  water  spray  applicator 
that  is  approved  under  Subpart  162.027 
of  this  chapter: 

(1)  At  least  one  length  of  firehose  on 
each  fire  hydrant  outside,  and  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of,  each  laboratory. 

(2)  In  each  propulsion  machinery 
space  containing  an  oil-fired  boiler,  in¬ 
ternal  combustion  machinery,  or  oil  fuel 
unit  on  a  vessel  of  1000  gross  tons  or 
more,  each  firehose  having  an  approved 
combination  nozzle.  The  length  of  each 
applicator  must  be  four  feet. 

(i-2)  Fixed  brackets,  hooks,  or  other 
means  for  stowing  an  applicator  must 
be  next  to  each  fire  hydrant  that  has  an 
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applicator  under  paragraph  (i-1)  of  this 
section. 

•  •  •  •  • 

19.  By  inserting  the  words  “except 
firehose  nozzles  and  low-velocity  water 
spray  applicators,”  following  the  words 
“Existing  equipment”  in  the  first  sen¬ 
tence  of  S  193.10-90 (a)  (2)  and  adding 
new  5  193.10-90(a)  (4)  and  (5)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  193.10—90  Installation*,  contracted  for 
prior  to  March  1,  1968. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(4)  Before  ( effective  date),  each  fire¬ 
hose  nozzle  must  meet  5  193.10-10(1), 
and  each  low-velocity  water  spray  appli¬ 
cator  must  meet  5  193.10-10(1-1) ,  except 
if  the  nozzle  or  applicator  was  approved 
under  Subpart  162.027  of  this  chapter  be¬ 
fore  May  26, 1965— 

(i)  The  nozzle  must  have  a  high-veloc¬ 
ity  water  spray  tip  that  meets  5  162.027-2 
(c)  of  this  chapter,  and  the  applicator 
must  have  a  low -velocity  water  spray 
head  that  meets  §  162.027-2(c)  of  this 
chapter:  or 

(ii)  The  fire  hydrant  or  nozzle  must 
have  a  self -cleaning  strainer  that  meets 
the  requirements  under  which  the  noz¬ 
zle  was  approved. 

(5)  After  ( effective  date) ,  each  new  or 
replacement  nozzle  must  meet  5  193.10- 
10(i) ,  and  each  new  or  replacement  low- 
velocity  water  spray  applicator  must 
meet  §  193.10-10(1-1). 

(46  TJ.S.C.  390b.  481,  and  39 la;  49  U.S.C.  1655 
(b)(1);  and  49  CFR  1.46(b)  and  1.46(n) 
(4).) 

Note. — The  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  this  document  does  not  contain  a  major 
proposal  requiring  the  preparation  of  an 
■conomic  Impact  Statement  under  Executive 
Order  11821,  as  amended  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Dated:  June  13,  1977. 

O.  W.  Siler, 
Admiral,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Commandant. 

[PR  Doc.  77-17221  Piled  6-15-77; 8:45  ami 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[49  CFR  Part  571] 

[Docket  No.  75-16;  Notice  13] 

AIR  BRAKE  SYSTEMS 
Exclusions  From  Standard’s  Applicability 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration. 

ACTION:  Proposal. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to  add 
a  small  number  of  vehicles  to  the  cate¬ 
gory  of  oversize  and  specialized  vehicles 
that  are  permanently  excluded  from  the 
applicability  of  Standard  No.  121,  Air 
Brake  Systems,  to  extend  the  existing 
temporary  exclusion  of  heavy  hauler 
trailers  and  auto  transporters  until  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1979,  and  to  eliminate  the  “no 
lockup”  requirement  in  the  case  of  trail¬ 


ers  designed  exclusively  for  harvesting 
lumber  or  pulpwood.  and  inboard  wheels 
on  trailers  with  more  than  four  wheels 
on  an  axle  system.  This  proposal  re¬ 
sponds  to  manufacturer  petitions  for  ex¬ 
clusion  from  some  or  all  of  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  standard  because  of  the 
vehicles’  distinctive  configurations  and 
functions. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  11,  1977. 

PROPOSED  EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Date 
of  publication  of  the  final  rule  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  refer 
to  the  docket  number  and  be  submitted 
to:  Room  5108,  Nassif  Building,  400 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20590. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Dr.  Stephen  Sacks.  Office  of  Crash 

Avoidance,  National  Highway  Traffic 

Safety  Administration,  Washington. 

D.C.  20590  (202  426-2153>. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Standard  No.  121  (49  CFR  571.121)  reg¬ 
ulates  the  braking  system  performance 
of  air-braked  trucks,  buses,  and  trailers. 
The  standard  has  been  in  effect  for  trail¬ 
ers  since  January  1,  1975,  and  for  trucks 
and  buses  since  March  1,  1975.  Certain 
oversize  or  otherwise  specialized  vehi¬ 
cles  were  excluded  from  the  standard’s 
applicability  because  their  functions  or 
construction  dictate  oversize  or  distinc¬ 
tive  operational  characteristics  that  re¬ 
sult  in  restricted  highway  operation  (e.g.. 
low  speed,  permit  requirements,  daytime 
operation)  which  limits  hazards  and 
the  possibility  of  accidents.  Also  their 
distinctive  configurations  and  low  pro¬ 
duction  volumes  sharply  increase  compli¬ 
ance  costs. 

Because  of  unavailability  of  compo¬ 
nents  and  other  constraints,  certain 
other  vehicle  categories  were  excluded 
from  all  or  some  of  the  standard’s  re¬ 
quirements  for  a  temporary  period.  The 
temporary  exclusions  that  remain  in  ef¬ 
fect  are  scheduled  to  end  on  Septem¬ 
ber  1, 1977. 

Several  vehicle  manufacturers  and 
manufacturer  trade  associations  have 
petitioned  for  extension  of  some  of  the 
temporary  exclusions,  or  conversion  of 
them  into  permanent  exclusions.  Also, 
the  Truck  and  Bus  Subcommittees  of 
the  National  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  and  National  Highway 
Safety  Advisory  Committee  have  recom¬ 
mended  to  the  Secretary  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  that  particular  vehicle  types  be 
granted  full  or  partial  exclusions  from 
the  standard.  The  Subcommittees’  reso¬ 
lution  has  been  made  a  part  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  Docket  No.  75-16.  The  American 
Trucking  Associations  (ATA)  supported 
the  resolution  so  that  manufacturers 
could  concentrate  on  the  problems  of 
“over-the-road"  vehicles.  This  notice  is 
responsive  to  the  petitions  and  to  the 
Subcommittees’  resolution,  which  was 
forwarded  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
NHTSA  for  consideration.  To  the  degree 


that  named  petitioners’  requests  are  not 
granted  in  the  notice,  they  are  denied. 

Permanent  Exclusion  From  the 
Standard 

The  Truck  Trailer  Manufacturers  As¬ 
sociation  (TTMA)  petitioned  for  perma¬ 
nent  exclusion  of  seven  vehicle  configu¬ 
rations  from  the  standard  as  a  whole. 
The  Heavy  Specialized  Carriers  Confer¬ 
ence  of  the  American  Trucking  Associa¬ 
tions  supported  the  TTMA  petition,  and 
a  meeting  between  the  TTMA  and  the 
NHTSA  engineering  staff  was  held  in 
March  1977  to  gather  information  rele¬ 
vant  to  the  requested  exclusions. 

The  standard’s  existing  permanent  ex¬ 
clusions  for  heavy  specialized  vehicle  are 
as  follows:  any  trailer  with  an  unloaded 
vehicle  weight  of  at  least  95  percent  of 
its  gross  vehicle  weight  rating  (GVWR> . 
any  vehicle  with  an  overall  width  of  108 
inches  or  more,  any  vehicle  equipped 
with  an  axle  having  a  gross  axle  weight 
rating  (GAWR)  of  29.000  pounds  or 
more,  any  vehicle  with  a  maximum  at¬ 
tainable  speed  of  33  mph  or  less,  and 
any  vehicle  having  a  maximum  attain¬ 
able  speed  of  45  mph  or  less,  an  unloaded 
vehicle  weight  of  at  least  95  percent  of 
its  GVWR.  and  no  passenger-carrying 
capacity.  The  TTMA  recommended  the 
exclusion  of  additional  vehicle  cate¬ 
gories  for  the  same  reasons  underlying 
the  present  exclusions. 

The  agency’s  analysis  of  the  TTMA’s 
recommendations  indicates  that  three  of 
them  should  be  added  to  the  existing  ex¬ 
clusions,  although  the  criteria  may.  in 
some  cases,  overlap  somewhat  with  the 
existing  exclusions.  One  recommenda¬ 
tion  is  for  expansion  of  the  108-inr’i 
width  criterion  to  any  width  in  excess  of 
102  inches.  In  all  states  other  than  Ha¬ 
waii.  vehicles  of  this  width  are  allowed 
on  the  highway  only  in  permit  operation 
It  is  the  agency ’8  tentative  conclusion 
that  these  vehicles  are  operated  with  the 
same  care  as  vehicles  of  108  inches  in 
overall  width.  Accordingly,  they  are  pro¬ 
posed  for  exclusion  from  the  standard’s 
requirements. 

The  second  vehicle  category  recom¬ 
mended  for  exclusion  involves  those  with 
a  gross  vehicle  weight  rating  (GVWR1 
of  over  120.000  pounds.  It  is  the  agency’s 
understanding  that  such  a  vehicle  would 
always  be  operated  under  special  ar¬ 
rangements  with  the  state  motor  vehicle 
administrations  and  be  restricted  in  its 
operation.  In  fact,  the  TTMA  was  only 
able  to  describe  vehicle  combinations 
that  reach  the  120,000  GVWR  figure 
Therefore,  while  the  agency  proposes  this 
exclusion  on  the  basis  that  it  falls  into 
the  category  of  oversize  vehicles,  the 
agency  solicits  comment  on  whether 
such  single  vehicles  actually  exist  and 
whether  there  are  any  circumstances  in 
which  they  could  operate  in  unrestricted 
highway  use. 

The  third  category  recommended  for 
exclusion  represents  an  oversight  in  the 
agency’s  actions  to  exclude  particularly 
large  and  specialized  trailers  from 
Standard  No.  121.  When  the  agency  ex¬ 
cluded  large  “low-boy”  type  trailers,  it 
failed  to  exclude  the  “load  divider 
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dolly”  that  is  designed  exclusively  for 
use  with  the  larger  trailers  to  distribute 
the  load  at  the  upper  fifth  wheel  plate 
between  the  towing  vehicle  fifth  wheel 
and  the  dolly’s  own  suspension  system. 
In  the  agency’s  view,  these  specialized 
dollies  are  in  effect  portions  of  the  larger 
‘•low-boy”  trailers  and  should  be  ex¬ 
cluded  along  with  them. 

In  proposing  these  three  additional 
permanent  exclusions,  it  is  noted  that 
they  are  intended  to  apply  to  all  vehicle 
types  and  not  only  to  trailers  as  re¬ 
quested  by  the  TTMA.  For  clarification, 
the  agency  also  proposes  that  the  exist¬ 
ing  exclusion  for  any  “vehicle”  with  a 
maximum  attainable  speed  of  33  mph  or 
less  be  restricted  to  any  “truck  or  bus” 
with  such  a  limited  top  speed.  This  re¬ 
vision  would  simply  make  clear  that 
trailers  do  not  have  a  top  speed  because 
they  can  be  towed  at  any  speed  by  a 
towing  vehicle. 

Permanent  Exclusion  from  Specified 
Requirements  of  the  Standard 

TTMA  petitioned  for  permanent  ex¬ 
clusion  of  “logging  and  pulpwood  trail¬ 
ers”  from  the  entire  standard  because 
of  the  particularly  hostile  environment 
to  which  they  are  subjected,  i.e.,  being 
dragged  on  their  axles  through  stumpy 
or  muddy  woodland  by  crawler  tractors. 
The  agency  granted  a  petition  from  R. 
E.-  Thomas  Erectors  for  exclusion  of 
these  trailers  from  the  standard’s  “no 
lockup”  requirement  but  denied  the  re¬ 
quest  for  exclusion  from  the  standard's 
other  requirements.  It  is  the  agency's 
position  that  no  justification  exists  for 
eliminating  other  beneficial  aspects  of 
the  standard  such  as  faster  actuation 
and  release  times,  larger  air  supplies, 
and  better  brake  retardation  character  - 
istics.  Upon  review  of  the  TTMA  ma¬ 
terials  and  the  presentations  at  the 
March  1977  meeting,  it  is  still  apparent 
that  the  significant  problem  is  the  sus- 
ceptability  to  damage  of  exposed  anti- 
lock  components  installed  on  the  axles 
and  subframe  in  satisfaction  of  the 
standard’s  “no  lockup”  requirement.  In 
the  agency’s  view,  the  terrain  encoun¬ 
tered  in  logging  is  virtually  unique  in  its 
severity  but  does  not  affect  aspects  of 
the  standard  other  than  the  “no  lockup” 
requirements. 

The  Truck  and  Bus  Safety  Subcom¬ 
mittees  of  the  Advisory  Committee  and 
Council  recommended  that  jefuse  trucks 
and  mobile  cranes  also  be  permanently 
excluded  from  the  “no  lockup”  require¬ 
ments  of  the  standard.  While  the  Sub¬ 
committees’  reasoning  in  support  of 
these  recommendations  was  not  stated, 
presentations  by  Grove  Manufacturing 
and  the  National  Solid  Waste  Manage¬ 
ment  Association  presumably  formed 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations.  As  for 
refuse  haulers,  the  apparent  basis  for 
recommended  exclusion  was  the  opera¬ 
tional  problem  of  damage  to  antilock 
components  in  a  landfill  while  dumping 
refuse.  It  is  the  NHTSA’s  considered 
opinion  that  the  problems  are  not  sig¬ 
nificantly  different  from  those  encoun¬ 
tered  by  the  many  other  trucks  such  as 
dump  trucks  or  livestock  haulers,  which 


operate  off  road  part  of  the  time. 
Unlike  logging  trailers  whose  solid,  non¬ 
driving  axles  are  used  as  skids  to  move 
the  vehicles  through  extremely  rough 
terrain,  a  refuse  truck’s  rear  axles  are 
driving  axles  containing  one  or  more  dif¬ 
ferentials  and  other  expensive  machined 
components  that  are  vulnerable  to  dam¬ 
age  and  which  must  be  protected  in  any 
off-road  situation.  With  the  exception 
of  the  AC  Division  system,  truck  rear 
axle  components  are  placed  inside  the 
foundation  brake,  where  they  are  not 
exposed.  Presumably  then,  the  antilock 
components  would  receive  the  same  pro¬ 
tection  as  any  other  axle  copiponent. 
The  agency  tentatively  concludes  that 
the  refuse  vehicle  is  not  significantly 
exposed  to  a  worse  terrain  than  dump 
trucks  and  that  exclusion  from  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  standard  would  not 
be  justified. 

With  regard  to  mobile  cranes,  the 
agency  treated  this  category  of  vehicles 
in  a  series  of  proposals  and  final  rule 
actions  following  extensive  comment  by 
interested  persons  (39  FR  40168;  Novem¬ 
ber  14,  1974:  40  FR  4153;  January  28, 
1975:  40  FR  8953;  March  4,  1975:  40 
FR  24915;  June  11,  1975:  40  FR  38160; 
August  27.  1975:  40  59222;  December  22, 
1975:  41  FR  8783;  March  1,  1976).  The 
agency  decided  that  those  mobile  cranes 
that  are  not  excluded  from  the  standard 
on  the  basis  of  any  of  the  several  over¬ 
size  criteria  should  nevertheless  be  ex¬ 
cluded,  provided  that  they  have  a  maxi¬ 
mum  attainable  speed  of  not  more  than 
45  mph.  The  agency  reasoned  that  the 
complexity  and  expense  of  compliance 
would  be  unjustifiable  unless  the  vehi¬ 
cles  did  operate  in  totally  unrestricted 
high-speed  operation  with  the  rest  of 
the  stream  of  traffic.  It  was  considered 
reasonable,  therefore,  to  allow  the  manu¬ 
facturer  to  avoid  the  standard  entirely 
by  limiting  vehicle  speed  to  45  mph,  or 
to  meet  the  standard  if  it  chose  to  add 
the  additional  10-mph  capability  to  take 
advantage  of  the  55-mph  national  maxi¬ 
mum  speed  limit.  Having  reviewed  the 
Grove  Manufacturing  testimony,  the 
agency  continues  to  consider  the  limits 
of  the  present  permanent  exclusion  as 
justified  and  sufficient. 

The  TTMA  also  asked  for  permanent 
exclusion  from  all  of  the  standard’s 
requirements  for  any  trailer  with  more 
than  four  wheels  mounted  on  a  single 
axle  system  (referring  to  any  row  of 
wheels  arranged  in  a  line  that  is  perpen¬ 
dicular  to  the  longitudinal  axis  of  a  vehi¬ 
cle,  whether  or  not  the  wheels  are 
mounted  on  a  tube,  beam,  or  other  con¬ 
ventional  type  of  solid  axle).  As  in  the 
case  of  logging  trailers,  the  agency  does 
not  perceive  the  justification  for  exclu¬ 
sion  of  this  trailer  category  from  all  the 
requirements  of  the  standard.  Some  of 
these  trailers  are  quite  light  and  operate 
in  unrestricted  highway  operation.  The 
many  benefits  of  more  powerful,  faster 
acting  brakes  are  obvious  and  important 
to  maximize  compatibility  with  121- 
equipped  towing  vehicles.  The  heavier 
vehicles  in  this  proposed  category  al¬ 
ready  qualify  few  exclusion  because  of 
their  size  or  axle  configurations.  * 


With  respect  to  the  “no  lockup”  per¬ 
formance  requirement,  the  agency  can¬ 
not  agree  with  the  TTMA  that  the  pres¬ 
ence  of  more  than  four  tires  on  an  axle 
system  provides  increased  lateral  sta¬ 
bility  comparable  to  that  obtained 
through  the  “no  lockup”  requirement.  At 
the  same  time  the  agency  recognizes 
that,  for  an  axle  having  more  than  four 
wheels,  it  is  not  necessary  to  require  all 
of  the  wheels  to  meet  the  “no  lockup” 
requirement.  Thus,  it  is  proposed  that 
the  standard  be  amended  for  these 
special  multi -braked  axles  to  require  that 
only  the  ofitermost  wheels  meet  the  “no 
lockup”  requirement. 

Temporary  Exclusions  from  the 
Standard 

The  TTMA  recommended,  in  addition 
to  exclusions  based  on  specific  criteria  of 
overwidth,  heavy  axle  size,  or  multitired 
axle  systems,  that  all  trailers  presently 
excluded  on  a  temporary  basis  as  “heavy 
hauler”  trailers  until  September  1,  1977, 
continue  to  be  excluded  permanently. 
The  two  characteristics  that  entitle  a 
trailer  to  this  exclusion  are  brake  line 
designed  to  adapt  to  separation  or  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  vehicle  frame,  or  a  body  that 
consists  only  of  a  platform  whose  primary 
cargo-carrying  surface  is  not  more  than 
40  inches  above  the  ground  in  the  un¬ 
loaded  condition.  The  TTMA  and  the  Na¬ 
tional  Automobile  Transporters  Associa¬ 
tion  (NATA),  along  with  various  auto 
transporter  manufacturers,  also  sought 
continuation  of  the  exclusions  for  auto 
transporters  until  September  1,  1980.  The 
ATA  requested  exclusion  for  both  cate¬ 
gories  until  January  1,  1979.  The  intent 
of  the  temporary  exclusions  for  heavy 
hauler  trailers  and  for  auto  transporters 
was  to  allow  time  for  the  development 
and  application  of  121  componentry  for 
these  specialized  vehicles.  At  the  time  of 
the  standard’s  implementation  suppliers 
were  concentrating  their  efforts  on  com¬ 
ponents  for  the  large?  highway  markets. 

The  heavy  hauler  trailers  in  question 
and  the  auto  transporters  both  use  the 
highways  regularly  without  speed  or 
other  types  of  restrictions.  These  vehicles 
are  as  susceptible  to  brake-related  and 
maneuvering  accidents  as  any  other 
heavy  commercial  vehicle  and  the  agency 
continues  to  consider  that  the  standard 
should  apply  to  than.  Many  of  the 
problems  of  the  vehicles  in  question  may 
relate  to  the  use  of  the  smaller  15-inch 
wheel  in  place  of  the  standard  20 -inch 
wheel.  While  it  is  understood  that  the 
packaging  of  new  brake  components  may 
be  more  difficult  due  to  space  limitations, 
it  is  also  apparent  that  other  users  of 
15-inch  wheels  (e.g.,  furniture  vans) 
have  been  able  to  solve  packaging  and 
component  availability  problems.  No 
data  other  than  increased  cost,  limited 
engineering  staffs,  or  possible  compliance 
test  problems  were  submitted  by  the  peti¬ 
tioners  in  support  of  their  requests.  None 
of  the  auto  transporter  manufacturers 
have  ever  asked  the  NHTSA  for  clarifica¬ 
tion  of  the  test  procedures  with  which 
they  are  concerned.  Additionally,  the 
agency  is  aware  that  at  least  one  antilock 
supplier  has  made  several  successful  pro- 
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to  type  installations  of  complete  121  sys¬ 
tems  on  auto  transporters.  As  justifica¬ 
tion  for  permanent  exclusion  of  heavy 
haulers,  the  TTMA  did  note  that  the 
price  of  “tag-a-long”  trailers  could  in 
some  cases  be  increased  25  percent  by 
Standard  No.  121  and  that  a  substantial 
cost  increase  of  this  nature  could  result 
in  a  shift  to  electric  or  vacuum  brakes. 

It  is  apparent  that  manufacturers  of 
the  heavy  hauler  and  auto  transporter 
vehicles  are  not  prepared  to  conform  to 
the  standard.  The  agency  has  for  this 
reason  granted  these  petitions  for  a  lim¬ 
ited  extension  because  of  the  leadtime 
problem,  despite  the  fact  that  manufac¬ 
turers  appear  not  to  have  made  sufficient 
efforts  to  achieve  compliance.  The  agen¬ 
cy  has  decided  to  propose  a  delay  in  ap¬ 
plicability  for  a  limited  period  to  provide 
time  to  determine  what  problems  of 
availability  or  impracticability  remain 
for  these  vehicles. 

The  date  of  January  1,  1979,  is  pro¬ 
posed,  which  is  four  years  from  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  the  standard  for  trailers 
and  which  conforms  to  the  Subcommit¬ 
tees’  recommendation. 

Petitions  for  delay  of  nearly  six  years 
from  implementation  are  denied  because 
no  evidence  on  the  record  justifies  such 
a  long  delay.  Justification  for  further  de¬ 
lay  would  have  to  be  specific  and  be 
brought  to  the  agency’s  attention  before 
the  end  of  the  period  of  extension.  Dur¬ 
ing  the  period  of  delay,  the  agency  will 
attempt  to  fully  catalog  the  problems 
facing  manufacturers  by  means  of  spe¬ 
cific  questions  addressed  to  them  under 
authority  of  section  112  of  the  Act. 

In  this  vein,  the  agency  notes  that  the 
majority  of  rulemaking  petitions  it  re¬ 
ceives  do  not  contain  the  minimum 
amount  of  justification  and  substantia¬ 
tion  of  requests  that  is  necessary  to  per¬ 
mit  reaching  a  decision  to  grant  or  deny 
the  petition.  Substantiation  of  a  request 
is  a  necessary  element  of  a  petition  un¬ 
der  NHTSA  regulations  (49  CFR  552.4) 
and  is,  of  course,  necessary  to  permit  a 
rational  disposition  of  the  petition. 
Therefore,  when  the  agency  receives  an 
unsubstantiated  request  for  rulemaking 
in  the  future,  it  will  be  returned  with  a 
request  that  substantiation  be  provided 
before  further  action  is  taken. 

Other  Aspects  or  the  Proposal 

It  is  noted  that  the  American  Truck¬ 
ing  Associations  petitioned  for  extension 
of  the  temporary  exclusion  of  vehicles 
with  a  GAWR  for  any  axle  of  24,000 
pounds  or  more,  or  two  or  more  front 
steerable  axles  with  a  GAWR  of  16,000 
pounds  or  more  for  each  axle.  No  Justi¬ 
fication  for  the  request  was  cited  other 
than  the  belief  that  suppliers’  problems 
with  Standard  No.  121  make  the  sup¬ 
pliers  unable  to  cope  with  the  vehicles 
covered  by  these  exclusions.  Comments 
from  suppliers  are  solicited  on  this  ques¬ 
tion. 

In  a  separate  matter,  one  of  the  cri¬ 
teria  for  exclusion  of  mobile  cranes  is  an 
absence  of  “passenger-carrying  capac¬ 
ity.”  Bucyrus-Erie  Company  and  PWD 
Corporation  asked  mat  the  agency  mod¬ 
ify  the  standard  to  make  clear  that  rid¬ 


ing  positions  for  the  operating  crew  of 
a  mobile  crane  do  not  constitute  “pas¬ 
senger  carrying  capacity.”  The  agency 
takes  this  opportunity  to  make  this  clari¬ 
fication  a  part  of  the  standard  by  amend¬ 
ment  of  S3  of  the  standard. ' 

The  economic  and  inflationary  im¬ 
pacts  of  this  rulemaking  have  been  eval¬ 
uated  in  accordance  with  OMB  Circular 
A-107,  and  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  is  not  required. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  that  Standard  No.  121  (49 
CFR  571.121)  be  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  S3,  Applicability,  would  be 
amended  to  read : 

§  571.121  Standard  No.  121  :  Air  Brake 

Systems. 

0  0*** 

S3  Applicability.  This  standard  applies 
to  trucks,  buses,  and  trailers  equipped 
with  air  brake  systems.  However,  it  does 
not  apply  to — 

(a)  Any  vehicle  that  has  an  overall 
vehicle  width  of  more  than  102  inches 
with  extendable  equipment  in  the  fully 
retracted  position; 

(b)  Any  vehicle  that  has  a  gross  ve¬ 
hicle  weight  rating  (GVWR)  of  more 
than  120,000  pounds; 

(c)  Any  vehicle  equipped  with  an 
axle  that  has  a  gross  axle  weight  rating 
(GAWR)  of  29,000  pounds  or  more; 

(d)  Any  truck  or  bus  that  has  a  speed 
attainable  in  2  miles  of  not  more  than  33. 
mph; 

<e)  Any  truck  that  has  a  speed  attain¬ 
able  in  2  miles  of  not  more  than  45  mph. 
an  unloaded  vehicle  weight  that  is  not 
less  than  95  percent  of  its  GVWR.  and 
no  capacity  to  carry  occupants  other 
than  the  driver  and  operating  crew; 

(f)  Any  trailer  that  has  an  unloaded 
vehicle  weight  which  is  not  greater  than 
95  percent  of  its  GVWR ;  and 

(g)  Any  trailer  composed  of  a  trailer 
chassis,  one  or  more  axles,  and  a  fifth 
wheel  plate,  and  which  is  designed  ex¬ 
clusively  to  support  a  portion  of  the 
weight  of  a  trailer  excluded  from  all  the 
requirements  of  this  standard. 

In  addition,  the  standard  does  not  ap¬ 
ply  to  a  heavy  hauler  trailer  manufac¬ 
tured  before  January  1,  1979;  any  vehi¬ 
cle  manufactured  before  January  1, 1979. 
that  in  combination  with  another  vehi¬ 
cle,  constitutes  a  part  of  an  auto  trans¬ 
porter;  and  any  vehicle  manufactured 
before  September  1,  1977,  that  has  a 
GAWR  for  any  axle  of  24,000  pounds  or 
more,  or  two  or  more  front  steerable 
axles  with  a  GAWR  of  16,000  pounds  or 
more  for  each  axle. 

2.  The  date  “September  1, 1977”  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  S5.3  would  be  changed 
to  “January  1, 1979.” 

3.  Section  S5.3.2  would  be  amended 
by  replacing  the  period  at  the  end  of 
paragraph  (b)  with  ",  or”  and  by  the 
addition  of  a  new  paragraph  (c)  to  read: 

S5.3.2  •  •  • 

(c)  In  the  case  of  an  axle  system 
having  more  than  four  wheels,  lockup  of 
any  wheel  other  than  the  outermost 
wheel  at  each  end  of  the  axle  system 


4.  A  new  section  S5.3.2.2  would  be 
added  to  read: 

S5.3.2.2  When  stopped  in  accordance 
with  S5.3.2,  any  trailer  designed  exclu¬ 
sively  for  harvesting  logs  or  pulpwood 
and  constructed  with  a  skeletal  frame 
w  ith  no  means  for  attachment  of  a  solid 
bed,  body,  or  container,  and  with  an  ar¬ 
rangement  of  air  control  lines  and  reser¬ 
voirs  designed  to  minimize  damage  in 
off -road  operations  need  not  meet  the 
requirements  relating  to  wheel  lockup, 
but  must  nevertheless  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  straying  within  the  12-foot 
lane. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  proposal.  It  is  re¬ 
quested  but  not  required  that  10  copies 
be  submitted. 

In  the  case  of  comments  that  contain 
materials  for  which  confidential  treat¬ 
ment  is  requested,  those  materials  should 
be  deleted  from  the  copies  submitted  to 
the  docket. 

A  copy  of  the  complete  comments 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel  at  the  above  address,  with  an 
indication  of  which  portions  of  the  com¬ 
ments  are  the  subject  of  the  request  for 
confidentiality. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  above  will  be  considered,  and 
will  be  available  for  examination  in  the 
docket  at  the  above  address  both  before 
and  after  that  date.  To  the  extent  possi¬ 
ble.  comments  filed  after  the  closing  date 
will  also  be  considered.  However,  the 
rulemaking  action  may  proceed  at  any 
time  after  that  date,  and  comments  re¬ 
ceived  after  the  closing  date  and  too  late 
for  consideration  in  regard  to  the  action 
will  be  treated  as  suggestions  for  future 
rulemaking.  The  NHTSA  will  continue  to 
file  relevant  material  as  it  becomes  avail¬ 
able  in  the  docket  after  the  closing  date, 
and  it  is  recommended  that  interested 
persons  contine  to  examine  the  docket 
for  new  material. 

The  program  official  and  lawyer  prin¬ 
cipally  responsible  for  the  development 
of  this  proposal  are  Duane  Perrin  and 
Tad  Herlihy,  respectively. 

(Sec.  103,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat.  718 
(16  U.S.C.  1392,  1407);  delegations  of  au¬ 
thority  at  49  CFR  1.60  and  49  CPR  501  8.) 

Issued  on  June  9, 1977. 

Robert  L.  Carter. 

Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

|FR  Doc.77-16992  Filed  6-16-77:8:45  am) 


[  49  CFR  Parts  575  and  581  ] 

I  Docket  No.  73-19,  74-11;  Notices  16.  18| 

BUMPER  STANDARD 

Damageability  Requirements  and 
Consumer  Information 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Announcement  by  public  meet¬ 
ing  and  proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY;  This  notice  proposes  three 
alternative  amendments  to  Part  581, 
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Bumper  Standard,  two  of  which  would 
include  the  establishment  of  a  consumer 
information  program  under  the  com¬ 
bined  authority  of  Section  112(d)  of  the 
National  'Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safe¬ 
ty  Act  <Pub.  L.  89-563)  and  Title  II  of 
the  Motor  Vehicle  Information  and  Cost 
Savings  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-513) .  The  notice 
would  also  schedule  a  public  hearing  on 
the  issues  involved  in  the  proposal. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  15,  1977.  Proposed  ef¬ 
fective  dates: 

Alternative  I — Part  581  amendment, 
September  1,  1980. 

Alternative  II — Consumer  Information 
Program,  September  1,  1978.  Part  581 
amendment,  September  1,  1980. 

Alternative  III — Consumer  Informa¬ 
tion  Program,  September  1,  1978.  Part 
581  amendment,  delay  implementation  of 
Phase  II  for  several  years  beyond  1980 
or,  alternatively,  indefinitely. 

HEARING:  July  28,  1977.  Deadline  for 
submission  of  application  for  financial 
assistance:  June  29, 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  refer  to 
the  docket  number  and  be  submitted  to: 
Room  5108 — Nassif  Building,  400  Sev¬ 
enth  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr.  Bob  Mewhinney,  Office  of  Crash-  • 

worthiness.  Motor  Vehicle  Programs, 

NHTSA,  400  Seventh  St..  SW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20590  (202-755-8896). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  February  24,  1977,  the  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration 
(NHTSA)  published  a  notice  (42  FR 
10862)  proposing  to  delay  for  1  year  un¬ 
til  September  1,  1980,  implementation 
of  the  Phase  H  bumper  requirements. 
This  NPRM  was  in  response  to  petitions 
for  reconsideration  from  Ford  and  Gen¬ 
eral  Motors  (GM),  concerning  the  final 
rule  establishing  Part  581  (41  FR  9346, 
March  4,  1976).  GM,  in  its  petition,  had 
expressed  concern  that  Implementation 
of  two  sets  of  bumper  requirements  only 
one  year  part  (September  1,  1978  and 
September  1,  1979)  would  result  in  un¬ 
recoverable  costs  relating  to  research, 
design,  development,  and  tooling.  Ford 
had  described  a  problem  relating  to  its 
design  plans  for  compliance  with  fuel 
economy  standards.  It  requested  that  the 
effective  date  for  implementation  of  the 
bumper  requirements  be  delayed  until 
September  1,  1980,  in  order  that  design 
changes  could  be  accomplished  simul¬ 
taneously  with  those  made  necessary  by 
the  fuel  economy  provisions  of  the  En¬ 
ergy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  (Pub. 
L.  94-163).  The  NHTSA  proposed  a  1- 
year  delay  in  the  implementation  of  the 
Phase  n  requirements  as  a  possible 
method  for  resolving  the  problems  al¬ 
leged  by  Ford  and  GM. 

The  February  NPRM  was  issued  by  the 
previous  Administrator  of  the  NHTSA. 
The  current  Administrator  has  reexam¬ 
ined  the  issues  involved  in  that  NPRM 


and  has  determined  that  alternative 
methods  of  resolving  petitioners'  prob¬ 
lems  should  also  be  considered.  A  deci¬ 
sion  has  also  been  made  to  examine  by 
this  notice  and  hearing  the  possible  im¬ 
pact  on  compliance  with  the  Phase  II  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  new  Clean  Air  Act 
amendments  currently  being  considered 
by  Congress  for  implementation  in  either 
the  1980  or  1982  model  year,  as  well  as 
the  significant  fuel  economy  standards 
which  become  effective  in  the  1981  model 
year  and  any  action  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation  might  take  to  enhance 
vehicle  occupant  protection  under 
Standard  No.  208  (49  CFR  571.208) . 

The  three  alternatives  proposed  by 
this  notice  will  be  closely  examined  in 
light  of  the  information  submitted  by 
all  interested  persons,  both  in  written 
comments  and  oral  testimony  at  the 
public  meeting.  If  none  of  the  three  ap¬ 
proaches  appear  to  be  superior  to  the 
currently  prescribed  approach  (49  CFR 
Part  581 )  when  examined  in  terms  of  the 
considerations  mentioned  above,  the 
three  approaches  proposed  by  this  notice 
will  be  withdrawn  and  Part  581  will  be 
implemented  in  its  present  form  (Phase 

I  effective  September  1,  1978,  and  Phase 

II  effective  September  1,  1979) . 

The  first  alternative  proposed  by  this 
notice  is  the  amendment  to  40  CFR  Part 
581  described  in  the  February  NPRM. 
Under  this  alternative,  manufacturers 
would  not  be  required  to  meet  the  Phase 
II  requirements  of  Part  581  until  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1980-.  According  to  the  Febru¬ 
ary  notice,  such  an  amendment  would 
respond  to  petitions  for  reconsideration 
by  enabling  manufacturers  to  better  op¬ 
timize  their  Phase  I  bumper  systems  and 
to  coordinate  their  bumper  redesign  ef¬ 
forts  with  those  planned  for  fuel  econ¬ 
omy  purposes. 

The  second  alternative  proposed  by 
this  notice  would  combine  a  1-year  delay, 
until  September  1,  1980,  in  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  Phase  II  bumper  re¬ 
quirements  with  a  consumer  information 
program  on  bumper  damageability,  to 
become  effective  September  1,  1978.  The 
1-year  effective  date  delay  wTould  be  re¬ 
sponsive  to  the  petitions  for  reconsid¬ 
eration  from  Ford  and  GM,  as  described 
in  the  February  24,  1977,  NPRM.  The 
consumer  information  program  would  be 
established  under  the  authority  of  Sec¬ 
tion  112(d)  of  the  National  Traffic  and 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  (Pub.  L.  89- 
563)  and  Title  n  of  the  Motor  Vehicle 
Information  and  Cost  Savings  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-513) .  It  would  remain  in  effect  un¬ 
til  September  1,  1980,  and  would  provide 
both  the  agency  and  consumers  with  spe¬ 
cific  bumper  damageability  information. 
After  September  1,  1980,  under  this  pro¬ 
posed  option,  Phase  II  would  prohibit 
any  significant  damage  to  the  bumper, 
thus  obviating  the  need  for  bumper  dam- 
ageabality  information  at  5  mph  impact 
speeds. 

Implementation  of  a  consumer  infor¬ 
mation  program  on  bumper  damageabil¬ 
ity  would  enable  consumers  to  base  their 
car-buying  choices  on  what  they  per¬ 
ceive  to  be  satisfactory  bumper  system 


performance.  Car  owners  who  lire  in 
congested  urban  areas  where  the  threat 
of  low-speed  collisions  may  be  of  partic¬ 
ular  concern,  would  be  able  to  rely  on  the 
bumper  damageability  information  in 
selecting  a  more  damage  resistant  ve¬ 
hicle.  The  information  provided  under 
the  program,  which  would  be  of  two 
kinds  initially,  bumper  system  damage 
and  bumper  system  repair  cost,  would 
be  based  upon  the  results  of  impact 
tests  conducted  for  compliance  purposes 
under  Phase  I  of  the  Part  581  bumper 
standard  which  also  takes  effect  on  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1978.  A  description  of  the 
bumper  system  damage  would  not  only 
alert  consumers  to  the  crash  perform¬ 
ance  capabilities  of  the  various  bumper 
systems,  but  would  provide  them  with 
sufficient  information  to  make  their 
own  assessment  of  the  possible  safety 
hazards  of  a  damaged  system. 

Beginning  with  the  second  year  of  the 
consumer  information  program,  passen¬ 
ger  car  insurers  would  be  required  to 
disclose  to  the  NHTSA  the  insurance  rate 
discounts  which  would  be  available  for 
vehicles  whose  bumper  systems  per¬ 
formed  at  particular  levels.  This  infor¬ 
mation  would  then  be  placed  in  the  con¬ 
sumer  information  booklet  along  with 
the  bumper  system  performance  and  re¬ 
pair  cost  information.  A  consumer  would 
thus  have  all  of  the*cost  and  perform¬ 
ance  data  necessary  to  make  an  in¬ 
formed  car-buying  choice. 

The  NHTSA  has  identified,  in  Stand¬ 
ard  No.  215,  Exterior  Protection,  the  sys¬ 
tem  whose  proper  functioning  is  impor¬ 
tant  to  the  safety  performance  of  the 
vehicle.  Damage  to  these  systems  would 
obviously  tend  to  create  hazards.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  damage  to  the  vehicle  body  sur¬ 
faces  may  have  a  distinct  effect  on  safe¬ 
ty.  Although  such  hazards  are  difficult 
to  identify  and  quantify,  a  Ulcerated  or 
projecting  bumper  surface,  for  example, 
might  well  pose  special  danger  to  pedes¬ 
trians,  either  on  a  moving  or  a  station¬ 
ary  vehicle.  This  agency  has  tentatively 
decided,  therefore,  that  the  ’  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  damage  to  vehicle  sur¬ 
faces  that  will  be  produced  by  tests  for 
compliance  with  Part  581  (which  in¬ 
cludes  Standard  215)  can  be  of  value  to 
the  public  in  evaluating  the  performance 
of  the  tested  vehicles.  Such  informa¬ 
tion  is  the  type  described  in  Section  112 
(d)  of  the  Traffic  Safety  Act.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  proposed  that  49  CFR  Part  575,  Con¬ 
sumer  Information  Regulations,  be 
amended  to  require  manufacturers  to 
distribute  bumper  performance  infor¬ 
mation  to  prospective  purchasers.  This 
information  would  also  be  highly  signifi¬ 
cant  to  consumers  in  the  event  the  agen¬ 
cy  adopted,  in  the  future,  a  consumer  in¬ 
formation  program  based  upon  impacts 
up  to  10  mph.  Although  not  specifically 
proposed  as  an  alternative,  comments 
should  address  the  feasibility  and  ad¬ 
visability  of  requiring  a  consumer  infor¬ 
mation  program  for  bumper  and  other 
surface  area  damageability  that  is  based 
upon  impacts  at  up  to  10  mph.  Spe¬ 
cially,  the  program  would  be  based  upon 
the  same  type  of  testing  and  damage  cri- 
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teria  as  currently  prescribed  in  Part  581. 
The  only  difference  would  be  the  impact 

Title  n  of  the  Cost  Savings  Act  gives 
the  NHTSA  the  authority  to  compile 
damage  susceptibility  and  crashworthi¬ 
ness  information  which  will  facilitate 
comparison  by  the  public  of  the  various 
makes  and  models  of  passenger  cars.  It  is 
the  agency’s  tentative  judgment  that  this 
can  be  best  accomplished  by  making 
available  repair  cost  figures  for  the  dam¬ 
age  incurred  by  the  bumper  systems  of 
the  various  passenger  car  models  when 
tested  in  accordance  with  the  5  mph  im¬ 
pact  tests  required  by  Part  581.  Thus,  this 
information  would,  under  this  proposal, 
be  furnished  to  consumers  along  with  the 
information  proposed  above  to  be  sup¬ 
plied  pursuant  to  Part  575. 

The  consumer  information  program 
would  function  in  conjunction  with  the 
Part  581  Phase  I  compliance  measures. 
Manufacturers  would  be  required  to 
determine  the  amount  of  set  and  dent  in¬ 
curred  by  the  bumper  face  bar  of  each 
of  its  passenger  car  models  following  the 
prescribed  Part  581  testing.  If  the  set  and 
dent  were  equal  to  or  less  than  %  inch 
and  %  inch,  respectively,  that  particular 
vehicle  would  be  considered  to  have  in¬ 
curred  "inconsequential"  damage  and 
would  not  be  subject  to  any  further  ex¬ 
amination.  If,  however,  the  set  and  dent 
exceeded  those  limits,  the  manufacturer 
would  be  required  to  examine  the  entire 
bumper  system  for  damage.  With  regard 
to  the  exterior  parts  of  the  system,  any 
type  of  deformation  or  blemish  would  be 
considered  as  damage.  With  regard  to 
the  components  of  the  bumper  system 
substructure,  any  deformation  that 
caused  a  component  to  no  longer  be 
capable  of  operating  in  the  normal  man¬ 
ner  would  be  considered  as  damage. 

Manufacturers  would  be  required  to 
disclose  in  a  booklet  to  be  distributed  to 
prospective  passenger  oar  purchasers,  in¬ 
formation  pertinent  to  the  bumper  sys¬ 
tem  performance  of  each  of  its  passenger 
cars.  The  booklet  would  list  all  passenger 
car  models  in  groups  according  to  their 
interior  size  (e.g.,  subcompact,  compact) . 
The  first  section  of  the  booklet  would 
list  all  motor  vehicle  models  that  sus¬ 
tained  set  and  dent  not  greater  than  % 
inch  and  %  inch,  respectively.  These  ve¬ 
hicles  would  be  labeled  as  having  in¬ 
curred  “inconsequential”  damage  when 
Impacted  at  5  mph  in  accordance  with 
Part  581  test  procedures.  The  second  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  booklet  would  list  all  other 
passenger  car  models.  Next  to  each  model 
would  be  a  detailed  yet  understandable 
description  of  the  exterior  bumper  system 
damage  incurred  as  a  result  of  the  5  mph 
impacts.  In  addition,  the  total  cost  to 
repair  the  system  by  replacement  of  the 
damaged  bumper  system  components 
(including  labor  costs),  and  the  manu¬ 
facturer’s  estimate  of  the  lowest  cost  to 
repair  the  total  damaged  bumper  system 
damage  would  be  listed. 

Manufacturers  would  be  required  to 
submit  to  the  NHTSA  all  of  the  informa¬ 
tion  required  to  appear  in  the  booklet 
by  June  1  of  each  year.  The  NHTSA 


would  then  compile  the  information  sup- 
piled  by  all  of  the  manufacturers  and 
print  a  booklet  containing  the  data  as 
described  above.  A  copy  of  the  booklet 
would  then  be  provided  to  each  passenger 
car  manufacturer  by  August  l.of  each 
year.  The  manufactur  >r  would  be  respon¬ 
sible  for  printing  a  sufficient  number  of 
copies  of  the  booklet  for  distribution  by 
his  dealers  to  all  prospective  passenger 
car  purchasers.  The  booklets  with  in¬ 
formation  applicable  to  the  passenger 
cars  of  a  single  model  year,  would  have 
to  be  available  at  each  dealer’s  place  of 
business  by  September  15  of  each  year. 
Each  passenger  car  dealer  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  place  the  booklets  in  a  location 
which  is  obvious  to  prospective  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  purchasers  and  to  furnish  each  pro¬ 
spective  purchaser  with  a  copy  at  no 
charge. 

Manufacturers  would  be  required  to 
include  on  the  label  required  by  section  3 
of  the  Automobile  Information  Disclo¬ 
sure  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1232)  or  on  a  sep¬ 
arate  label  affixed  to  the  right  front 
window  of  each  passenger  car  the  two 
total  cost  figures  applicable  to  that  par¬ 
ticular  vehicle.  If  the  vehicle  had  in¬ 
curred  “inconsequential”  damage,  that 
should  be  Indicated  on  the  label.  The 
label  information  would  describe  the 
meaning  of  the  two  figures  or  the  “in- 
consequentiality”  rating  and  would  make 
reference  to  the  existence  of  the  booklet 
and  the  comparative  Information  it  con¬ 
tains.  The  manufacturer  would  also  be 
required  to  place  this  damageability  in¬ 
formation  in  each  vehicle  owner’s 
manual. 

The  third  alternative  proposed  by  this 
notice  is  to  Implement  the  consumer  in¬ 
formation  program  beginning  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1978,  as  proposed  in  the  second 
alternative,  and  to  delay  for  several 
years  beyond  September  1,  1980,  or  per¬ 
haps  indefinitely,  implementation  of  the 
Phase  n  bumper  requirements.  The  con¬ 
sumer  information  program  would  re¬ 
main  in  effect  until  such  time  as  the 
Phase  n  requirements  were  imple¬ 
mented.  This  alternative  is  proposed  in 
acknowledgement  of  the  major  require¬ 
ments  with  which  motor  vehicle  manu¬ 
facturers  will  be  required  to  comply  in 
the  early  1980’s.  Major  amendments  to 
the  Clean  Air  Act  are  being  considered 
by  Congress  for  implementation  in  ei¬ 
ther  the  1980  or  1982  model  year.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  substantial  improvement  in  the 
fuel  economy  of  passenger  automobiles 
will  be  required  for  the  1981  model  year. 
If  the  passive  restraint  option  of  the 
notice  proposing  to  amend  Standard  No. 
208  (42  FR  15935)  is  adopted,  it  also 
would  become  effective  in  the  early 
1980’s.  The  agency  is  concerned  about 
the  burden  on  manufacturers  to  comply 
with  these  several  major  requirements 
during  only  a  one-  or  two-year  period. 
Since  these  requirements  slated  for  im¬ 
plementation  in  the  early  1980’s  involve 
significant  safety  and  health  matters,  as 
well  as  the  nation’s  energy  policy,  the 
agency  has  determined  that  the  impact 
of  compliance  with  a  cost  savings  stand¬ 


ard  on  satisfaction  of  these  critical 
standards  should  be  considered. 

Implementation  of  all  of  these  major 
requirements  during  the  early  1980’s  will 
certainly  require  the  concentration  of 
significant  automotive  industry  re¬ 
sources.  Because  such  resources  may 
have  to  be  applied  to  compliance  with 
other  standards,  it  is  possible  that  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  Phase  II  bumper  require¬ 
ments  would  not  be  achieved  In  as  cost- 
efficient  a  manner  as  previously  antici¬ 
pated.  Given  the  mandate  in  Title  I 
to  provide  consumers  with  a  bumper  sys¬ 
tem  that  will  save  them  money,  it  is 
Incumbent  upon  the  agency  to  examine 
closely  the  effect  of  compliance  with 
other  important  requirements.  If  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  a  cost-efficient  Phase  n  pro¬ 
gram  cannot  be  effected  in  either  the 
currently  prescribed  1980  model  year  or 
the  proposed  1981  model  year,  it  is  the 
agency’s  responsibility  to  reconsider 
those  effective  dates. 

Comments  are  specifically  requested 
on  the  difficulties,  if  any,  of  meeting  the 
Phase  n  bumper  requirements  simul¬ 
taneously  with  the  other  requirements 
due  to  go  into  effect.  Additionally,  the 
cost  Impact  on  the  development  of  Phase 
n  bumper  systems  of  complying  with 
fuel  economy,  emissions,  and.  possibly 
passive  restraint  requirements  is  solic¬ 
ited. 

In  addition  to  comments  on  the  three 
proposed  amendments,  it  is  requested 
that  passenger  car  manufacturers  re¬ 
sponding  to  this  notice  indicate  whether 
their  passenger  cars  are  now  or  will  soon 
be  capable  of  meeting  the  Phase  II  re¬ 
quirements  of  Part  581.  It  is  also  re¬ 
quested  that  manufacturers  address  the 
degree  to  which  a  consumer  information 
program,  such  as  that  described  in  this 
notice,  might  motivate  passenger  car 
manufactuers  to  improve  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  their  bumper  systems  given  the 
possible  competitive  effect  of  the  infor¬ 
mation  disclosed. 

In  accordance  with  Section  102(e)(1) 
of  the  Cost  Savings  Act  which  requires 
that  interested  persons  be  given  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  orally  present  their  views  on 
any  rule  amending  a  bumper  standard, 
a  public  meeting  is  hereby  scheduled  to 
discuss  the  alternatives  proposed  by  this 
notice.  Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
attend  the  meeting  and  to  present  oral 
or  written  comments.  Persons  wishing  to 
make  written  comments  only,  must  sub¬ 
mit  those  comments  to  the  docket  by- 
August  15,  1977.  Persons  making  oral 
statements  are  encouraged  to  submit 
their  comments  in  written  form  either 
at  the  meeting  or  by  mail.  All  comments, 
both  oral  and  written,  must  be  limited 
not  to  exceed  15  pages  in  length.  Neces¬ 
sary  attachments  may  be  appended  to 
these  submissions  without  regard  to  the 
15-page  limit.  This  limitation  is  intended 
to  encourage  commenters  to  detail  their 
primary  arguments  in  a  succinct  and 
concise  fashion.  All  written  submissions 
should  be  mailed  to  Docket  No.  73-19, 
Notice  Docket  Section,  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration,  Room 
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5108,  400  Seventh  Street  SW,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590. 

Persons  who  desire  to  make  an  oral 
statement  should  contact  Mr.  Bob 
Mewhinney,  Motor  Vehicle  Programs, 
NHTSA,  Washington,  D.C.  20590  (202- 
755-8896)  by  July  18,  ,1977,  so  that  time 
limitations  (if  necessary)  and  the  need 
for  any  special  equipment,  such  as  pro¬ 
jectors,  can  be  discussed  and  final  ar¬ 
rangements  can  be  made.  A  general  out¬ 
line  of  the  planned  presentation  should 
also  be  submitted  at  the  same  time.  Per¬ 
sons  whose  presentations  include  slides, 
motion  pictures,  or  any  other  visual  aids 
should  plan  to  submit  copies  of  them 
for  the  record  at  the  meeting. 

An  agenda  will  be  available  at  the 
meeting.  A  transcript  of  the  meeting  will 
be  made,  and  will  be  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  in  the  NHTSA  Docket  Section, 
Room  5108,  approximately  5  days  after 
the  meeting. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  on  July  28, 
1977,  in  the  Departmental  Auditorium, 
14th  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  N.W, 
Washington,  D.C.,  beginning  at  9:30  a.m. 
The  meeting  will  continue  on  July  29, 
1977,  if  additional  time  is  necessary  to 
hear  all  presentations. 

In  addition  to  the  public  meeting,  the 
Department  also  invites  applications  for 
financial  assistance  from  individuals  or 
organizations  that  wish  to  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  proceeding  on  Part  581, 
Title  n  of  the  Cost  Savings  Act,  and  Sec¬ 
tion  112(d)  of  the  Traffic  Safety  Act  but 
are  financially  unable  to  do  so.  This  invi¬ 
tation  is  issued  pursuant  to  the  recently 
established  (41  FR  2863,  January  13, 
1977)  one-year  demonstration  program 
for  funding  of  individuals  or  organiza¬ 
tions  that  desire  to  participate  in 
designated  NHTSA  proceedings  under 
the  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Act  of  1966,  as  amended,  the 
Motor  Vehicle  Information  and  Cost 
Savings  Act,  as  amended,  and  the  High¬ 
way  Safety  Act  of  1966,  as  amended. 

All  those  applications  submitted  be¬ 
fore  the  deadline  specified  above  will  be 
evaluated  by  a  panel  of  NHTSA  and 
DOT  officials  to  determine  whether  each 
applicant  is  eligible  to  receive  funding 
under  the  regulations.  In  general,  an 
applicant  is  eligible  if  (1)  it  represents 
an  interest  the  representation  of  which 
can  reasonably  be  expected  to  contribute 
to  a  full  and  fair  determination  of  the 
issues  in  the  proceeding,  (2)  its  partic¬ 
ipation  is  reasonably  necessary  to  rep¬ 
resent  that  interest,  (3)  it  can  compe¬ 
tently  represent  that  interest,  and  (4) 
it  lacks  sufficient  financial  resources  to 
participate  in  the  absence  of  such  as¬ 
sistance.  If  more  than  one  applicant  rep¬ 
resenting  the  same  or  similar  interest  is 
deemed  eligible,  the  panel  either  will  se¬ 
lect  the  applicant  which  can  make  the 
strongest  presentation  or,  will  select 
more  than  one  applicant  if  the  eligible 
applicants  seek  to  present  significantly 
different  points  of  view  or  proposals. 
Payment  is  made  as  soon  as  possible  af¬ 
ter  the  selected  applicant  has  completed 
its  work  and  submitted  a  claim.  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  may  obtain  a  copy  of  the 


regulations  for  the  demonstration  pro¬ 
gram  from  Jeannette  Feldman,  Office  of 
the  Administrator,  NHTSA,  400  Seventh 
St.  SW.  Washington,  D.C.  20590  <202- 
426-1590)  regarding  the  July  28,  1977, 
hearing. 

Each  application  submitted  pursuant 
to  this  notice  should  identify  which  of 
these  or  other  issues  the  applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  address  and  the  manner  in 
which  the  applicant  proposes  to  do  so. 

Applicants  are  urged  to  submit  their 
applications  by  the  deadline  specified 
above.  Under  the  regulations  for  the 
demonstration  program,  consideration  of 
late  applications  is  at  the  discretion  of 
the  panel  of  officials  that  will  review  the 
applications. 

The  principal  author  of  this  notice  is 
Karen  Dyson,  Office  of  Chief  Counsel. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  that  the  NHTSA  take  one  of 
the  following  three  courses  of  action  (I, 
II,  or  in  below) : 

I 

In  49  CFR  Part  581,  Bumper  Standard. 
§  581.5  would  be  amended  as  follows: 

§  581.5  [Amended] 

(1)  In  §  581.5(b)  the  date  “September 
1,  1979”  in  the  title  and  the  text  Is 
changed  to  “September  1,  1980.” 

(2)  In  §  581.5(c)  (8)  the  phrase  “from 
September  1,  1978  to  August  31,  1979” 
is  changed  to  “from  September  1,  1978 
to  August  31,  1980." 

(3)  In  9  581.5(c)  (10)  the  date  “Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1979”  is  changed  to  September 
1,  1980.” 

n 

The  same  amendments  as  proposed  in 
I  would  be  made,  and  in  addition  49  CFR 
Part  575,  Consumer  Information  Regu¬ 
lations,  would  be  amended  by  adding  a 
new  9  575.107  to  read  as  follows: 

§575.107  Bnmper  performance. 

(a)  Scope.  This  section  requires  pas¬ 
senger  car  manufacturers  to  provide  In¬ 
formation  on  the  damage  and  cost  of  re¬ 
pair  of  bumper  systems  that  have  been 
subjected  to  Impact  tests  under  49  CFR 
Part  581. 

(b)  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  Is  to  provide  Information  to  car  buy¬ 
ers  on  the  damage  susceptibility  and 
crashworthiness  of  passenger  car  bump¬ 
er  systems  in  order  to  enable  them  to  as¬ 
sess  the  safety  of  those  systems  and 
their  cost  of  repair. 

(c)  Application.  This  section  applies  to 
passenger  cars  and  passenger  motor  ve¬ 
hicles  manufactured  from  September  1, 
1978  until  August  31, 1980. 

(d)  Definitions.  “Exterior  damage” 
means  any  blemish  or  deformation  of 
the  exterior  surface  areas  of  the  bumper 
system. 

“Substructure  damage”  means  any  de¬ 
formation  of  a  component  of  the  bumper 
system  substructure  which  causes  such 
component  to  be  no  longer  capable  of 
performing  in  the  normal  manner. 

(e)  Requirements.  (1)  Each  manufac¬ 
turer  shall,  following  the  prescribed 
testing  for  compliance  with  49  CFR  Part 


581,  measure  the  bumper  face  bar  of  each 
of  its  passenger  car  models  to  determine 
whether  it  meets  the  requirements  of 
9  581.5(c)  (11)  of  this  chapter. 

(2)  If  a  vehicle  does  not  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  9  581.5(c)  (11)  of  this 
chapter,  the  manufacturer  shall  examine 
the  entire  bumper  system  and  determine 
the  following  information: 

(i)  Which  bumper  system  components 
have  incurred  exterior  damage. 

(ii)  Which  bumper  system  components 
have  incurred  substructure  damage. 

Oil)  The  cost  to  replace  each  compo¬ 
nent  that  has  incurred  the  type  of  dam¬ 
age  described  in  paragraph  (e)  (2)  (1) 
and  (ii)  of  this  section. 

(iv)  The  number  of  hours  of  labor  re¬ 
quired  to  repair  the  damaged  bumper 
system  by  replacement  of  the  compo¬ 
nents  described  in  paragraph  (e)  (2)  (1) 
and  (ii)  of  this  section. 

(v)  The  total  cost  of  labor  to  accom¬ 
plish  the  repair  by  replacement  described 
in  paragraph  (e)  (2)  (lv)  of  this  section, 
computed  based  upon  the  hourly  labor 
cost  figure  supplied  by  the  NHTSA. 

(vi)  An  estimate  of  the  lowest  cost  to 
repair  the  bumper  system  components 
described  in  paragraph  (e)  (2)  (i)  and 
(ii)  of  this  section. 

(3)  Each  manufacturer  shall  include 
either  on  the  label  required  by  Section  3 
of  the  Automobile  Information  Disclo¬ 
sure  Act  (15  UJS.C.  1232),  or  on  a  sepa¬ 
rate  label  affixed  to  the  right  front  win¬ 
dow  of  each  vehicle,  and  in  each  owner’s 
manual,  the  following  information: 

(i)  If  the  vehicle  meets  the  require¬ 
ments  of  9  581.5(c)  (11)  of  this  chapter, 
a  statement  that  when  subjected  to  crash 
tests  at  5  mph  the  vehicle  bumper  sys¬ 
tem  sustained  “inconsequential”  damage. 

(ii)  If  the  vehicle  does  not  meet  the 
requirements  of  9  581.5(c)  (11)  of  this 
chapter,  a  statement  that  when  subjected 
to  crash  tests  at  5  mph  the  vehicle 
bumper  system  sustained  damage  which 
(a)  to  repair  by  replacement  of  damaged 

components  would  cost _ dollars 

(including  labor  costs)  and  (b)  to  repair 
by  the  most  economical  means  would 
cost _ dollars. 

(ill)  A  statement  that  the  vehicle 
dealer  has,  at  no  charge,  a  booklet  list¬ 
ing  the  type  of  damage  incurred  by  the 
vehicle  bumper  systems  of  all  passenger 
car  models  when  subjected  to  5  mph 
crash  tests,  and  the  cost  to  repair  that 
damage. 

(3)  Each  manufacturer  shall  supply  to 
the  NHTSA,  by  June  1  of  each  year,  the 
following  information  concerning  the 
passenger  car  models  it  intends  to  sell  as 
manufactured  in  the  model  year  begin¬ 
ning  the  following  September: 

(i)  A  description,  in  terms  readily  un¬ 
derstandable  by  a  prospective  passenger 
car  purchaser,  of  the  exterior  bumper 
system  damage  incurred  following  test¬ 
ing  under  Part  581  of  this  chapter. 

(ii)  The  total  cost,  including  labor,  to 
repair  by  replacement  the  components 
damaged,  as  .described  in  paragraph* 
(e)  (2)  (i)  and  (ii)  of  this  section. 

(iii)  The  lowest  cost,  estimated  by  the 
manufacturer,  to  repair  the  components 
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damaged,  as  described  In  paragraphs 
(e)  (2)  (1)  and  (11)  of  tills  section. 

(5)  Each  Insurer  of  motor  passenger 
cars  shall,  by  June  1  of  each  year,  begin  - 
ning  June  1,  1979,  supply  the  NHTSA 
with  specific  information  indicating  the 
amount  of  insurance  rate  discount  it  will 
provide  for  certain  described  levels  of 
bumper  performance. 

(6)  The  NHTSA  shall  compile  the  in¬ 
formation  described  in  paragraph  (e) 
(4)  and  (5)  of  this  section  and  print  a 
booklet,  as  described  in  paragraph  (e) 

(7)  of  this  section.  A  copy  of  this  booklet 
shall  be  supplied  to  each  passenger  car 
manufacturer  by  August  1  of  each  year. 

(7)  Each  manufacturer  shall  publish 
a  supply  of  booklets,  in  sufficient  number 
to  be  distributed  to  all  prospective  pur¬ 
chasers,  and  distribute  them  by  Septem¬ 
ber  15  of  each  year  to  all  dealers  that 
offer  their  passenger  cars  for  sale  to  the 
public.  The  booklets  shall  contain  the 
following: 

(i)  The  title  “Bumper  Damageability 
and  Cost  Informa  ton.” 

(ii)  A  first  section  listing  all  vehicle 
models  that  sustained  “inconsequential” 
bumper  system  damage  when  subjected 
to  crash  tests  at  5  mph. 

(ill)  A  second  section  listing  all  other 
vehicle  models  in  groups  according  to 
their  interior  size. 

(iv)  Next  to  each  model  entry  in  the 
second  section  shall  a  description  of  the 
exterior  bumper  system  damage  in  terms 
readily  understandable  by  prospective 
passenger  car  purchasers,  the  total  cost, 
including  labor,  to  repair  by  replacement 
the  damaged  bumper  system  compo¬ 
nents,  the  lowest  estimated  cost  to  repair 
the  bumper  system  damage,  and,  begin¬ 
ning  September  1, 1979,  the  issuance  rate 
discount  provided  by  the  various  passen¬ 
ger  car  insurers  for  certain  secifled  levels 
of  bumper  performance. 

(v)  An  hourly  labor  cost  to  be  supplied 
to  the  manufacturers  by  the  NHTSA  and 
used  in  the  booklet  to  compute  the  total 
labor  costs  for  repair  of  a  damaged 
bumper  system. 

(8)  Each  passenger  car  dealer  shall 
provide  to  prospective  passenger  car  pur¬ 
chasers,  without  charge,  the  “Bumper 
Damageability  and  Cost  Information” 
booklet  described  in  paragraph  (e)  (7)  of 
this  section. 

(9)  Each  passenger  car  dealer  shall 
maintain  the  booklets  in  a  location  that 
is  easily  observable  by  prospective  pas¬ 
senger  car  purchasers. 

(10)  No  passenger  car  dealer  shall  re¬ 
move  or  alter  the  bumper  damageability 
sticker  affixed  by  a  manufacturer  pursu¬ 
ant  to  paragraph  (e)(3)  of  this  section. 

Ill 

§581.5  [  Ami'iided  ] 

1.  In  49  CFR  Part  581,  Bumper  Stand¬ 
ard,  the  dates  “September  1, 1979”  which 
appears  in  §  581.5(b)  and  §  581.5(c)  (10), 
and  "August  31,  1979”  which  appears  in 
S  581.5(c)  (8>  are  deleted,  and  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  those  paragraphs  are 
indefinitely  postponed. 

2.  The  same  amendment  to  49  CFR 
Part  575  (§  575.107)  as  proposed  in  H 


would  be  made  except  that  subsection 
(c)  would  read  as  follows: 

§575.107  Bumper  performance. 
m  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Application.  This  section  applies 
to  passenger  cars  and  passenger  motor 
vehicles  manufactured  on  or  after  Sep¬ 
tember  1.  1978. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  suo- 
mit  comments  on  the  proposal.  It  is  re¬ 
quested  but  not  required  that  10  copies 
be  submitted. 

In  the  case  of  comments  that  contain 
materials  for  which  confidential  treat¬ 
ment  is  requested,  those  materials  should 
be  deleted  from  the  copies  submitted  to 
the  docket.  A  copy  of  the  ocmplete  com¬ 
ments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Office 
of  Chief  Counsed  at  the  above  address, 
with  tn  indication  of  which  portions  of 
the  comments  are  the  subject  of  the  re¬ 
quest  for  confidentiality. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  above  will  be  considered,  and 
will  be  available  for  examination  in  the 
docket  at  the  above  address  both  before 
and  after  that  date.  To  the  extent  possi¬ 
ble,  comments  filed  after  the  closing  date 
will  also  be  considered  However,  the 
rulemaking  action  may  proceed  at  any 
time  after  that  date,  and  comments  re¬ 
ceived  after  the  closing  date  and  too 
late  for  consideration  in  regard  to  the 
action  will  be  treated  as  suggestions  for 
future  rulemaking.  The  NHTSA  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  file  relevant  material  as  it  be¬ 
comes  available  in  the  docket  after  the 
closing  date,  and  it  is  recommended  that 
interested  persons  continue  to  examine 
the  docket  for  new  material. 

(Secs.  103,  112,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat. 
718  (15  DS.C.  1392,  1401,  1407);  Sec.  201, 
Pub.  L.  92-613,  86  Stat.  947  (15  U.S.C.  1941); 
delegation  of  authority  at  49  CFR  1.50  and 
501.8.) 

Note. — It  Is  hereby  certified  that  the  eco¬ 
nomic  and  inflationary  Impacts  of  these  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  have  been  carefully  eval¬ 
uated  in  accordance  with  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  Circular  A- 107. 

Issued  on  June  13, 1977. 

Robert  L.  Carter. 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.77-17293  Filed  6-14-77;  11 : 14  am  | 

Title  50 — Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  FISH  AND 

WILDLIFE  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF 

THE  INTERIOR 

PART  18 — MARINE  MAMMALS 

Proposed  Designation  of  Marine  Otter  as 
a  Marine  Mammal 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION :  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY :  The  Director  of  the  Service 
proposes  to  add  the  marine  otter  (Lutra 
felina )  to  the  list  of  species  formally 
designated  as  marine  mammals  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  Marine  Mammal  Protection 
Act  of  1972  (16  UJ3.C.  1361-14071.  The 


Director’s  judgment  that  it  is  appropri¬ 
ate  to  list  the  marine  otter  at  this  time 
is  based  on  available  biological  data  con¬ 
cerning  the  species.  Although  the  marine 
otter  is  presently  listed  as  an  endangered 
species  and  is  therefore  protected  by  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (16 
UJS.C.  1531-1543),  this  proposed  listing 
would  afford  the  species  additional  pro¬ 
tection. 

DATE:  Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  this  rulemaking  by  sub¬ 
mitting  written  comments  on  or  before 
July  18, 1977. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Director  (FWS  LE) , 
United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
Post  Office  Box  19183,  Washington.  D.C. 
20036,  and  should  make  reference  to  file 
number  REG  18-02-09.  All  comments 
timely  received  will  be  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  between  7:45  a.m.  and 
4:15  pjn.,  Monday  through  Friday,  in 
Suite  600  of  the  Service's  office  at  1612  K 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Rupert  Bonner.  Marine  Mammal  Co¬ 
ordinator,  Division  of  Wildlife  Assist¬ 
ance,  United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife 

Service.  Suite  1200,  1612  K  Street. 

NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  202-343- 

8961. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  proposed  rule  is  issued  under  au¬ 
thority  of  section  112  of  the  Marine 
Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972  (16 
U.S.C.  1382).  The  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  has  determined  that  (1)  this 
proposed  rule  is  not  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  human 
environment  and  requiring  preparation 
of  an  environmental  impact  statement 
and  (2)  that  this  proposed  rule  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  economic  impact  statement 
under  Executive  Order  11949  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Section  3(5)  of  the  Act  (16  U.S.C. 
1362(5) )  defines  the  term  “marine  mam¬ 
mal”  as  “any  mammal  which  (A)  is 
morphologically  adapted  to  the  marine 
environment  (including  sea  otters  and 
members  of  the  orders  Sirenia,  Pinni¬ 
pedia.  and  Cetacea),  or  (B)  primarily 
inhabits  the  marine  environment  (such 
as  the  polar  bean  ;  and,  for  the  purposes 
of  this  chapter,  includes  any  part  of  any 
such  marine  mammal,  including  its  raw. 
dressed,  or  dyed  fur  or  skin.”  A  species 
which  satisfies  this  definition  and  is  for¬ 
mally  listed  as  a  marine  mammal  in 
§  18.3  of  Title  50,  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations.  is  subject  to  the  restrictions  and 
protective  provisions  of  the  Act.  This 
rulemaking  would  add  the  marine  otter 
to  the  list  of  marine  mammals  in  §  18.3. 

The  species  primarily  inhabits  the 
coastal  waters  of  South  America,  from 
Central  Peru  to  Cape  Horn,  Chile,  but  is 
also  known  to  ascend  rivers  to  at  least 
650  meters  above  sea  level.  Two  subspe¬ 
cies  of  the  marine  otter  are  recognized: 
the  first  from  southern  Chile  and  the 
second  from  northern  Chile  and  Peru. 
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Only  very  limited  population  data  are 
available  with  regard  to  the  marine  otter 
found  at  the  northern  end  of  the  Chilean 
range,  but  in  Peruvian  waters  the  popu¬ 
lation  is  estimated  to  be  as  small  as  200 
to  300  specimens.  In  the  Cape  Horn  and 
southern  Tierra  del  Fuego  region,  the 
species  is  nearly  extinct.  (See  Adminis¬ 
tration  and  Status  Report  of  the  Marine 
Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972,  United 
States  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service  (1975) ; 
(1976)).  Copies  of  these  reports  may  be 
obtained  by  writing  to  the  Director,  U.S. 
Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Department  of 
the  Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240.  For 
these  reasons,  the  Marine  Mammal  Com¬ 
mission  has  independently  recommended 
to  the  Director  that  the  marine  otter  be 
formally  listed  in  §  18.3. 

Drafting  Information 

Hie  principal  author  of  this  proposal 
is  David  R.  Endres,  a  legal  specialist  for 
the  Division  of  Law  Enforcement,  United 
States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

Proposal 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  the  definition 
of  “marine  mammal”  contained  in 
S  18.3  of  Part  18,  Subchapter  B,  Chapter 
I  of  Title  50,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  to  read  as  follows: 


§  18.3  Definitions. 

In  addition  to  the  definitions  contained 
in  section  3  of  the  Act  (16  U.S.C.  1362) 
and  In  Part  10  of  this  subchapter,  and 
unless  the  context  requires  otherwise,  in 
this  Part  18: 

*  *  *  *  * 
“Marine  mammal'’  means  any  speci¬ 
men  of  the  following  species,  whether 
alive  or  dead,  and  any  part  thereof,  in¬ 
cluding  but  not  limited  to,  any  raw, 
dressed,  or  dyed  fur  or  skin: 


Scientific  name 

Common  name 

Date  listed 

Vrnu  maritimus _ 

Enhydra  lutris _ 

Polar  bear . . 

Sea  otter .  . 

..  Dec.  21,1972 
Do. 

Do. 

Dugong  dugong _ _ 

Do. 

Trichechut  manattu _ 

Trichtchut  inunguis . . . 

THchtchut  tene  gal  emit. 

Lutra  feUna _ 

West  African 
manatee. 

West  Indian 
manatee. 

Amazonian 

manatee. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Non. — Common  names  given  may 
with  local  usage. 

•  •  •  • 

be  at  varianoe 

• 

Dated :  June  6, 1977. 

Lynn  A.  Greenwalt, 
Director,  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

|FB  Doc.77-17199  Plied  6-16-77:8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications  . 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF 
THE  UNITED  STATES 

COMMITTEE  ON  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463  >,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Judicial  Review  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Conference  of  the  United  States, 
to  be  held  at  2  pun.,  June  27,  1977  in  the 
7th  floor  Conference  Room  of  Covington 
and  Burling,  888  16th  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006. 

The  Committee  will  meet  to  consider, 
for  the  third  time,  a  study  of  “Judicial 
Review  of  Customs  Service  Actions,”  by 
Professor  Peter  M.  Gerhart,  as  well  as 
tentative  recommendations  stemming 
from  the  study. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public,  but  limited  to  the  space  available. 
Persons  wishing  to  attend  should  notify 
the  Administrative  Conference  of  the 
United  States,  2120  L  Street  NW..  Suite 
500,  Washington,  D.C.  20037,  at  least  two 
days  In  advance.  The  Committee  Chair¬ 
man,  if  he  deems  it  appropriate,  may  per¬ 
mit  members  of  the  public  to  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting;  any  member 
of  the  public  may  file  a  written  statement 
with  the  Committee  before,  during  or  af¬ 
ter  the  meeting. 

For  further  information  concerning 
this  Committee  meeting  contact  Jeffrey 
Lubbers  (202-254-7065).  Minutes  of  the 
meeting  will  be  available  on  request. 

Richard  K.  Berg, 
Executive  Secretary. 

June  9,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-17106  Filed  6-15  77;8:45  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 
GALLINA  PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2X0  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  Galinna  Plan¬ 
ning  Unit.  USDA-FS-R3  FES  Adm.  7  ft- 
06. 

The  environmental  statement  consid¬ 
ers  a  proposed  plan  of  management  for 
59,780  acres  of  National  Forest  in  the 
vicinity  of  Galinna,  New  Mexico.  Rio  Ar¬ 
riba  and  Sandoval  Counties. 

The  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  June  8.  1977. 

Copies  are  available  for  Inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 


USD  A,  Forest  Service,  So.  Agriculture  Bldg.. 

Rm.  3230, 14th  and  Independence  Ave.  SW  , 

Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Southwestern  Region, 

517  Gold  Avenue  SW.,  Albuquerque,  New 

Mexico  87102. 

Santa  Fe  National  Forest.  Federal  Building, 

Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87501. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  the  Forest 
Supervisor,  Santa  Fe  National  Forest, 
P.O.  Box  1689,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico 
87501. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  state, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
CEQ  guidelines. 

Gary  E.  Cargill, 
Deputy  Regional  Forester. 

Resources  Region  3. 

June  8,  1977. 

| FR  Doc.77-17254  Filed  6- 15-77; 8: 45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  30770;  Order  77  6  62] 

AIR  CHARIOT  LTD.  AND  McCULLOCH 
INTERNATIONAL  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Order  Setting  Application  for  Hearing 

On  April  22,  1977,  Air  Chariot  Ltd. 
(Chariot)  and  McCulloch  International 
Airlines,  Inc.  (MIA)  filed  a  joint  appli¬ 
cation  requesting  approval,  pursuant  to 
section  408  of  the  Act,  of  a  Purchase 
Agreement  entered  Into  on  February  11, 
1977,  between  Chariot  and  FGH  Finan¬ 
cial  Corp.  (FGH)  which  provides  for  the 
transfer  to  Chariot  of  81  percent  of  the 
outstanding  stock  of  MIA,  now  held  by 
FGH,  and  three  Lockheed  Electra  air¬ 
craft  and  other  FGH  assets.’  Chariot 
also  requests  section  408  approval  of  a 
mutually  dependent  Purchase  Agree¬ 
ment  altered  into  on  March  29,  1977. 
between  Chariot  and  McCulloch  Prop¬ 
erties,  Inc.  (Properties)  which  provides 
for  the  transfer  to  Chariot  of  the  19  per¬ 
cent  balance  of  MIA’s  outstanding  stock. 

Certain  other  aspects  of  the  trans¬ 
actions  in  question  require  Board  ap¬ 
proval  under  sections  408  and  409  of 
the  Act.  Chariot  and  MIA  request  ap¬ 
proval  of  a  proposed  dry  lease  of  a  B-720 
aircraft  by  Chariot  to  MIA.  Chariot  hav¬ 
ing  entered  into  a  purchase  agreement 
to  buy  the  aircraft  upon  Board  approval 
of  the  basic  Purchase  Agreements.  Ap¬ 
proval  is  also  sought  for  certain  inter¬ 
locking  relationships  subject  to  Board 
approval  under  section  409  of  the  Act. 

*  On  May  20.  1977,  the  Joint  applicants  filed 
a  Motion  for  Expeditious  Issuance  of  Notice 
of  Prehearing  Conference  and  Establishment 
of  Other  Procedural  Dates.  Except  to  the 
extent  granted  herein,  the  Motion  will  be 
denied. 


which  may  arise  by  reason  of  approval 

of  the  Purchase  Agreements  as  well  as 
certain  interests  shareholders  of  Chariot 
have  in  Jet  Avia,  Ltd.  (Jet) ,  a  registered 
air  taxi  operator.  Board  approval  is  also 
sought  for  the  common  control  relation¬ 
ship  between  Jet.  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Chariot  and  MIA.  on  the  other.  Jet. 
along  with  MIA  and  Chariot,  requests 
an  exemption  from  the  Board’s  Eco¬ 
nomic  Regulation,  14  CFR  298.  wliich 
would  otherwise  prohibit  the  continua¬ 
tion  of  the  air  taxi  operations  after  con¬ 
summation  of  the  Purchase  Agreements 
Finally,  Chariot  proposes,  pursuant  to 
the  Board’s  Economic  Regulations.  14 
CFR  215,  to  change  the  name  of  MIA. 
such  name  change  being  a  condition  of 
the  Chariot/Properties  Purchase  Agree¬ 
ment. 

No  comments  in  response  to  this  ap¬ 
plication  were  filed.* 

Upon  consideration  of  the  pleadings 
and  all  the  relevant  facts,  we  have  de¬ 
cided  to  set  the  joint  application  of 
Chariot  and  MIA  for  hearing. 

Accordingly,  It  is  so  ordered,  That; 
1.  The  joint  application  of  Air  Chariot 
Ltd.  and  McCulloch  International  Air¬ 
lines.  Inc.,  Docket  30779,  be  and  it  hereby 
is  set  for  hearing,  at  a  time  and  place 
hereafter  to  be  designated;  2.  The  is¬ 
sues  in  the  proceeding  instituted  by  1 
above  shall  include  the  following :  * 

(a)  Will  the  proposed  acquisition  of 
81  percent  of  the  stock  of  McCulloch  In¬ 
ternational  Airlines,  and  the  aircraft 
and  the  assets  set  forth  in  the  agree¬ 
ment  by  the  applicants,  by  Air  Chariot 
Ltd.  through  FGH  Financial  Corp.  and 
of  19  percent  of  McCulloch  International 
Airlines’  stock  through  McCulloch  Prop¬ 
erties,  Inc.  be  consistent  with  the  public 
interest  under  sections  102  and  408(b' 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958.  as 
amended? 

<b)  Will  the  proposed  acquisition  re¬ 
sult  in  creating  a  monopoly  or  monopo¬ 
lies  and  thereby  restrain  competition  or 
jeopardize  another  air  carrier  not  a 
party  to  the  acquisition? 

(c)  Will  approval  of  the  proposed  ac¬ 
quisition  create  interlocking  relation¬ 
ships  within  the  meaning  of  section  409 
of  the  Act  and,  if  so,  shall  these  rela- 


2  Teamsters  Local  No.  2707  filed  a  formal 
request  to  be  made  a  party  to  Docket  30779 
The  request  will  be  granted. 

*  These  Issues  do  not  encompass  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  dry  lease  of  a  B-720  by 
Cbariot  to  MIA  and  the  proposal  to  change 
MIA’s  name,  neither  of  which  need  be  re¬ 
solved  In  an  evidentiary  bearing.  However, 
facts  concerning  these  questions  may  be  de¬ 
veloped  during  the  course  of  the  proceed¬ 
ing,  and  the  Board  proposes  to  separately 
resolve  them  if  the  proposed  agreement  is 
approved. 
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tionship6  be  approved  as  not  adverse  to 
the  public  interest? 

<d)  If  the  proposed  acquisition  is  ap¬ 
proved,  what  terms,  conditions,  and  lim¬ 
its,  if  any,  shall  the  Board  apply? 

(e)  If  the  proposed  acquisition  is  ap¬ 
proved,  shall  Jet  Avia  Ltd.  be  given  an 
exemption  to  permit  it  to  continue  as  an 
air  taxi  operator  under  section  298  of 
the  Board’s  Regulations? 

3.  McCulloch  International  Airlines, 
Air  Chariot  Ltd.,  Jet  Avia  Ltd.,  PGH  Fi¬ 
nancial  Corp„  McCulloch  Properties. 
Inc.,  and  Teamsters  Local  No.  2707  be 
and  they  hereby  are  made  parties  to  the 
proceeding  in  Docket  30779; 

4.  Motions  to  consolidate  and  peti¬ 
tions  for  reconsideration  of  this  order 
shall  be  filed  20  days  from  the  service 
date  of  this  order  and  answers  shall  be 
filed  5  days  thereafter;  and 

5.  The  joint  applicants’  Motion  for 
Expeditious  Issuance  of  Notice  of  Pre- 
hearing  Conference  and  Establishment 
of  Other  Procedural  Dates  be  and  it  here¬ 
by  is  granted  to  the  extent  indicated 
herein  and  denied  in  all  other  respects. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-17287  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nob.  28985,  21389;  Order  77-6-65] 

ALLEGHENY  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Order  to  Show  Cause 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  10th  day  of  June,  1977. 

By  Order  74-11-45,  November  8,  1974, 
Docket  21389,  the  Board  authorized 
Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.,  to  suspend  serv¬ 
ice  at  Kokomo-Logansport-Peru,  In¬ 
diana  (Kokomo),  for  a  7-year  period.1 
The  authority  was  made  subject  to  a 
number  of  conditions,  including  that  Air 
Wisconsin,  Inc.  (or  another  acceptable 
Part  298  carrier),  provide  a  minimum 
level  of  service  and  that  Allegheny  notify 
the  Board  within  30  days  of  its  plans  for 
service  at  Kokomo  in  the  event  that  Air 
Wisconsin  ceased  providing  regularly 
scheduled  commuter  service. 

On  February  19,  1976,  Air  Wisconsin 
notified  the  City  of  Kokomo  that  it  in¬ 
tended  to  terminate  its  service  effective 
April  1,  1976.  By  the  terms  of  its  suspen¬ 
sion  Allegheny  would  have  been  required 
to  resume  service  on  May  1,  1976.  On 
March  2,  1976,  Allegheny  filed  a  petition 
in  Docket  28985  requesting  the  deletion 


1  The  original  suspension  authority  was 
granted  for  a  period  of  5  years  by  Order  69- 
11-8,  November  4,  1969.  The  order  also 
granted  suspension  authority  at  Marlon, 
Indiana,  but  Marion  was  subsequently 
deleted  from  Allegheny’s  certificate  for  Route 
97  by  Order  72-10-26,  October  10,  1972.  The 
original  suspension  was  subject  to  the  condi¬ 
tion  that  replacement  service  would  be 
provided  by  air  taxi  operators  that  operated 
at  least  three  round  trips  daily  between 
Kokomo  and  Chicago. 


of  Kokomo  from  its  certificate  for  Route 
97.  On  March  17,  1976,  Allegheny  filed 
two  petitions:  (me  in  Docket  28985  re¬ 
questing  the  issuance  of  an  order  direct¬ 
ing  all  parties  to  show  cause  why  Al¬ 
legheny’s  certificate  should  not  be 
amended  to  delete  Kokomo,  and  one  in 
Docket  21389  requesting  modification  of 
Order  74-11-45  so  as  to  eliminate  the 
substitute-service  requirement  imposed 
therein  until  the  Board  rules  on  the  dele¬ 
tion  request  in  Docket  28985.  By  Order 
76-4-185.  April  30,  1976,  the  Board  (1) 
deferred  action  on  Allegheny’s  petition 
for  an  order  to  show  cause  and  on  its 
deletion  application  and  (2)  waived  for 
90  days  the  requirement  that  Allegheny 
resume  Kokbmo  service.  Further,  the 
Board  suggested  that  Allegheny  seek  an¬ 
other  Part  298  replacement  carrier  for 
Kokomo  during  the  90-day  period  and, 
if  unable  to  reasonably  secure  such  re¬ 
placement  service,  describe  its  efforts  in 
this  regard  in  any  further  request  for 
extension  of  its  suspension  authority. 

On  July  9, 1976,  Allegheny  filed  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  extension  of  its  suspension  at 
Kokomo,  without  replacement,  for  an 
indefinite  time  period  pending  Board 
action  on  its  deletion  application.  By 
Order  76-7-128,  served  August  12,  1976, 
the  Board  denied  Allegheny’s  request  for 
an  indefinite  suspension  and  granted  it 
30  days  to  prepare  to  reinstitute  service 
or  find  an  acceptable  replacement  car¬ 
rier.  On  August  18,  1976,  Allegheny  filed 
a  petition  for  reconsideration  of  Order 
76-7-128  requestiong  a  six-month  exten¬ 
sion  of  its  suspension  authority  at 
Kokomo,  without  replacement,  until 
March  1,  1977.  By  Order  76-8-144, 
August  27,  1976,  the  Board  extended  Al¬ 
legheny’s  suspension  until  March  1,  1977 
in  order  to  afford  the  carrier  and  Kokomo 
additional  time  to  explore  solutions  to 
the  problem  of  air  service  at  Kokomo. 

On  February  8,  1977,  Allegheny  filed 
an  application  requesting  (1)  extension 
of  its  suspension  authority  at  Kokomo 
until  60  days  after  final  decision  on  its 
application  to  delete  Kokomo  in  Docket 
28985  and  (2)  that  the  Board  act  ex¬ 
peditiously  and  grant  Allegheny’s  appli¬ 
cation  for  the  deletion  of  Kokomo.’ 

In  support  of  its  requests,  Allegheny 
states,  inter  alia,  that:  CV-580  service 
by  Allegheny  in  the  Kokomo-Indianap- 
olis  market  would  produce  substantial 
losses;  *  since  Convairs  are  used  primarily 
on  the  eastern  portion  of  Allegheny’s 
system  and  Allegheny  is  in  the  process  of 
eliminating  CV-580 ’s  from  its  fleet,  the 
resumption  of  Kokomo  service  would  re¬ 
quire  the  ferrying  of  a  Convair  to  In¬ 
dianapolis  solely  for  the  purpose  of  serv- 


:  On  February  16,  Allegheny  filed  a  request 
for  a  waiver  of  the  timeliness  of  filing  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  377.10(c)  of  the 
Board’s  regulations  so  as  to  automatically 
extend  the  effectiveness  of  the  authority 
granted  by  Order  76-8-144  beyond  March  1, 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  558(C),  pending  final 
decision  on  Its  suspension  application.  Alle¬ 
gheny’s  waiver  request  was  granted  by  Or¬ 
der  77-2-127,  February  26,  1977. 

*  This  is  the  smallest  aircraft  In  Allegheny's 
fleet. 


ing  that  point;  Skystream  Airlines,  a 
commuter  air  carrier,  provides  nonstop 
and  one-stop  service  to  Chicago,  Detroit. 
Indianapolis,  and  South  Bend;  Kokomo 
is  not  isolated  from  the  air  transporta¬ 
tion  network,  having  convenient  access 
to  three  major  airports  (Indianapolis. 
Fort  Wayne,  South  Bend) ;  Allegheny  has 
not  served  the  community  for  several 
years  and  Kokomo  does  not  expect  or 
want  Allegheny  to  provide  large-aircraft 
service  to  the  local  airport;  and,  under 
these  circumstances,  Kokomo  should  be 
deleted  from  Allegheny’s  certificate. 

No  answers  opposing  Allegheny's  ap¬ 
plication  were  filed. 

The  Kokomo  Board  of  Aviation  Com¬ 
missioners  (Kokomo)  filed  an  answer 
stating  that  it  has  no  objection  to  Al¬ 
legheny’s  request  for  an  extension  of  its 
suspension  pendente  lite.  Kokomo  fur¬ 
ther  stated  that  it  has  always  been  the 
community’s  desire  to  be  served  by  a 
commuter  air  carrier  providing  a  rea¬ 
sonable  pattern  of  service;  that  provision 
of  CV-580  service  by  Allegheny  at  Koko¬ 
mo  would  not  be  in  the  best  interests  of 
the  community  and  would  be  uneconomi¬ 
cal  for  Allegheny;  and  that,  until  final 
decision  on  Allegheny’s  deletion  request, 
Kokomo  prefers  to  function  with  a  com¬ 
muter  air  carrier  in  lieu  of  Allegheny’s 
CV-580 ’s. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  pleadings 
and  all  relevant  facts,  we  have  decided 
to  issue  an  order  to  show  cause  proposing 
(1)  to  authorize  the  suspension  of  Alle¬ 
gheny’s  service  at  Kokomo  and  (2)  dis¬ 
miss  Allegheny’s  application  and  motion, 
in  Docket  28985,  for  an  order  to  show 
cause  the  deletion  of  Kokomo. 

We  tentatively  find  and  conclude  that 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity  re¬ 
quire  the  amendment  of  Allegheny’s  cer¬ 
tificate  for  Route  97  so  as  to  suspend 
Kokomo  thereon.*  As  a  result  of  events 
occurring  subsequent  to  Allegheny’s  re¬ 
newal  request,  specifically  the  current 
consideration  by  Congress  of  legislative 
proposals  for  providing  service  to  small 
communities,  we  believe  that  it  is  ap¬ 
propriate  to  suspend,  rather  than  to  de¬ 
lete,  Allegheny’s  service  obligation.  The 
facts  and  circumstances  which  we  have 
tentatively  found  to  support  our  pro¬ 
posed  ultimate  conclusions  appear  be¬ 
low. 

—  Kokomo  has  not  been  a  strong  traffic - 
generating  point. '  Since  1965,  enplane- 
ments  have  exceeded  15  per  day  only 
twice,  in  1966  (16.9)  and  1969  (16.4).’ 
With  the  introduction  of  Air  Wisconsin’s 
more  frequent  small-aircraft  service  in 
1969,  the  number  of  passengers  using  Air 
Wisconsin’s  service  declined  from  9,589 
passengers  in  1970  to  only  4,544  passen- 


*  We  also  tentatively  find  that  Allegheny  is 
fit,  willing,  and  able  to  properly  perform  the 
air  transportation  authorized  by  the  certifi¬ 
cate  proposed  to  be  issued  herein  and  to 
conform  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  and 
the  Board’s  rules,  regulations,  and  require¬ 
ments  thereunder. 

1  Enplanements  were:  6,985  In  1969  (both 
Allegheny  and  Air  Wisconsin);  4.894  In  1970; 
3.262  in  1971;  2,935  In  1972;  2,825  In  1973; 
2,529  in  1974  and  2,219  In  1975. 
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gers  in  1975,  or  an  average  of  only  2.6 
passengers  per  flight.  This  level  of  traf¬ 
fic  cannot  economically  support  certifi¬ 
cated  service  with  the  50-seat  aircraft 
that  would  be  used  by  Allegheny. 

Further,  the  Board  has  already  found 
that  service  by  Allegheny  at  Kokomo 
would  be  uneconomic.  See  Order  69-11-8, 
November  4,  1969.  There,  the  Board 
found  that  suspension  would  reduce  Al¬ 
legheny’s  economic  losses  by  approxi¬ 
mately  $230,000.  Due  to  the  declining 
traffic  at  Kokomo,  the  losses  the  carrier 
could  expect  to  incur  were  it  required  to 
restore  service  with  50-seat  CV-580  air¬ 
craft  would  be  substantially  greater  than 
the  losses  forecast  in  1969. 

Nor  is  there  any  reason  to  believe  that 
the  traffic  experience  and  the  financial 
results  for  service  by  Allegheny  at  Ko¬ 
komo  have  any  reasonable  chance  of 
meaningful  Improvement  in  the  foresee¬ 
able  future,  especially  in  light  of  the 
ample  and  convenient  transportation  al¬ 
ternatives  currently  available  to  Kokomo 
travelers.  Skystream  Airlines  provides 
Beech-99  service  between  Kokomo  and 
Detroit,  Chicago,  South  Bend,  and  In¬ 
dianapolis.  Moreover,  Kokomo  has  access 
to  a  medium  hub,  Indianapolis  (58  road 
miles  and  70  minutes  driving  time) ,  and 
two  small  hubs,  Fort  Wayne  (78  road 
miles  and  94  minutes  driving  time) ,  and 
South  Bend  (88  road  miles  and  106  min¬ 
utes  driving  time) .  In  addition,  Kokomo 
receives  motor  coach  and  passenger  rail 
service  to  Chicago,  Indianapolis,  and 
other  Midwest  cities.  Thus,  the  city  is  not 
isolated  from  the  national  air  transpor¬ 
tation  network.  Consequently,  we  tenta¬ 
tively  find  and  conclude  that  restora¬ 
tion  of  large-aircraft  service  at  Kokomo 
by  Allegheny  will  produce  benefits  that 
are  too  limited  when  compared  with  the 
costs  involved,  to  warrant  continuation 
of  certificated  local  service  at  that  point 
and  that  deletion  of  Kokomo  would  be 
consistent  with  a  long  line  of  Board 
cases  involving  the  termination  of  cer¬ 
tificated  service  following  unsuccessful 
operations* 

Nonetheless,  we  have  tentatively  de¬ 
termined  that  as  a  matter  of  policy  Al¬ 
legheny’s  certificate  obligation  should  be 
suspended  rather  than  deleted  and, 
therefore,  that  Allegheny’s  deletion  ap¬ 
plication  and  motion  for  an  order  to 
show  cause  in  Docket  28985  should  be 
dismissed.  Our  determination  stems  from 
the  fact  that  the  Board  has  recently  pro¬ 
posed  legislation  which,  if  adopted  by 
Congress,  would  authorize  the  Board  to 
implement  a  new  Small  Community 

■  See  Eastern  Air  Lines  Deletion  of  Bowling 
Green,  Ky„  Order  73-7-26  July  7,  1972,  aff’d 
sub  nom.  Bowling  Green-Warren  County  v. 
CAB,  479  F.  2d  663  (  6th  Clr.  1972).  See,  also. 
Eastern  Air  Lines  Deletion  of  Rome,  Ga., 
Order  72-1-60,  January  18,  1972;  Eastern 
Air  Lines  Waycros s  Deletion  Case,  Order  72- 
5-60,  May  12,  1972;  Allegheny  Airlines  Dele¬ 
tion  of  Marion,  Ind.,  Order  72-10-26,  October 
10,  1972;  Frontier  Airlines  Deletion  of  Moab. 
Utah,  Order  76-10-84,  October  19,  1978;  and 
most  recently.  Allegheny  Airlines  Service  to 
Glen  Falls,  Order  77-2-49,  February  10,  1977. 

FEDERAL 


Service  Program.'  Under  the  program, 
all  small  communities  which  cannot  sup¬ 
port  certificated  air  service  but  which 
are  currently  named  in  the  certificates 
of  air  carriers  (either  active  or  suspended 
points)  will  be  initially  eligible  for  fed¬ 
erally  subsidized  service*  Kokomo  has 
been  included  in  the  list  of  eligible  com¬ 
munities  that  accompanied  the  Board’s 
legislative  proposal.  An  alternate  ap¬ 
proach,  contained  in  S.  292,  introduced 
by  Senators  Pearson  and  Baker,  would 
provide  Federal  assistance  for  air  service 
to  small  communities  through  the 
limited  certification  of  commuter  opera¬ 
tors.  Both  programs  have  a  common 
policy  theme — i.e.,  all  small  communities 
currently  named  in  certificates  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  would  be  eli¬ 
gible  for  Federally  supported  service  ir¬ 
respective  of  traffic  generation  or  cost. 
While  we  have  no  doubt  that  any  newly 
enacted  legislation  could  go  back  and 
“pick  up”  points  recently  deleted,  we  be¬ 
lieve  it  is  preferable,  from  an  adminis¬ 
trative  standpoint,  to  retain  currently 
certificated  points  which  no  longer 
justify  the  continued  imposition  of  a 
service  obligation  on  a  local  service  car¬ 
rier  as  suspended  points  in  the  carrier’s 
certificate.  Consequently,  we  tentatively 
find  that  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  the  suspension  of  Al¬ 
legheny’s  authority  at  Kokomo.  Finally, 
the  community  preference  for  commuter 
air  carrier  service  in  lieu  of  service  by 
Allegheny  with  CV-580’s  lends  support 
to  our  decision  that  the  show-cause  pro¬ 
cedure  is  appropriate.* 

Interested  persons  will  be  given  30  days 
following  the  date  of  adoption  of  this 
order  to  show  cause  why  the  tentative 
findings  and  conclusions  set  forth  herein 
should  not  be  made  final.  We  expect  such 
persons  to  support  their  objections,  if 
any,  with  detailed  answers,  specifically 
setting  forth  the  tentative  findings  and 
conclusions  to  which  objection  is  taken. 
Such  objections  should  be  accompanied 
by  arguments  of  fact  or  law  and  should 
be  supported  by  legal  precedent  or  de¬ 
tailed  economic  analysis.  If  any  evi¬ 
dentiary  hearing  is  requested,  the  ob¬ 
jector  should  state  in  detail  why  such 
hearing  is  considered  necessary  and  what 
relevant  and  material  facts  he  would  ex¬ 
pect  to  establish  through  such  a  hearing 
that  cannot  be  established  in  written 
pleadings.  General,  vague,  or  unsup¬ 
ported  objections  will  not  be  entertained. 

Accordingly,  it  in  ordered.  That:  1.  All 
interested  persons  are  directed  to  show1 
cause  why  the  Board  should  not  issue 
an  order  making  final  the  tentative  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  stated  herein  and 
amending  the  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience,  and  necessity  of  Allegheny  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  for  Route  97  so  as  to  suspend 

7  The  Board's  program  before  the  Senate 
Aviation  Subcommittee  on  March  21,  1977. 

"  Under  the  Board’s  proposal,  points  which 
are  currently  not  named  In  carrier  certifi¬ 
cates  will  be  eligible  for  addition  to  the  pro¬ 
gram  after  a  three-year  phase  In  period. 

*  It  Is  found  that  the  action  herein  will  not 
constitute  a  "major"  Federal  action  signifi¬ 
cantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the  evlron- 
ment  within  the  meaning  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969.  Inasmuch 
as  Allegheny  has  no  operations  at  Kohomo 
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Kokomo-Logansport-Peru,  Inc.,  thereon, 
and  dismissing  the  application  of  Alle¬ 
gheny  in  Docket  28985  and  all  motions 
filed  therein; 

2.  Any  interested  persons  having  ob¬ 
jections  to  the  issuance  of  an  order  mak¬ 
ing  final  any  of  the  proposed  findings, 
conclusions,  or  certificate  amendments 
set  forth  herein  shall,  within  30  days 
after  adoption  of  this  order,  file  with  the 
Board  and  serve  upon  all  persons  listed 
in  paragraph  5  a  statement  of  objections 
together  with  a  summary  of  testimony, 
statistical  data,  and  other  evidence  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  relied  upon  to  support  the 
stated  objections;  and  answers  to  such 
objections  may  be  filed  10  days  there¬ 
after;  * 

3.  If  timely  and  properly  supported  ob¬ 
jections  are  filed,  full  consideration  will 
be  accorded  the  matters  and  issues 
raised  by  the  objections  before  further 
action  is  taken  by  the  Board  ; 

4.  In  the  event  no  objections  are  filed, 
all  further  procedural  steps  will  be 
deemed  to  have  been  waived  and  the 
Board  may  proceed  to  enter  an  order  in 
accordance  with  the  tentative  finding* 
and  conclusions  set  forth  herein;  and 

5.  A  copy  of  this  order  shall  be  served 
upon  Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.;  Air  Wis¬ 
consin,  Inc.;  Skystream  Airlines,  Inc  : 
Governor,  State  of  Indiana :  Mayor,  City 
of  Kokomo;  Mayor,  City  of  Logansport 
Mayor,  City  of  Peru;  Airport  Manager. 
Kokomo  Municipal  Airport:  Indiana 
Aeronautics  Commission;  and  the  Post¬ 
master  General. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  ” 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor. 

Secretary 

| FR  Doc.77-17289  Filed  6-16-77:8  45  am) 

[Docket  30635) 

ARIZONA  SERVICE  INVESTIGATION 
Notice  of  Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on  July  13, 
1977,  at  9:30  a.m.  'local  time),  in  Room 
1003,  Hearing  Room  D,  Universal  North 
Building,  1875  Connecticut  Avenue  NW  , 
Washington.  D.C.,  before  Administrative 
Law  Judge  Frank  M.  Whiting. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of  the 
conference,  parties  are  instructed  to  sub¬ 
mit  one  copy  to  each  party  and  six  copies 
to  the  Judge  of  (1)  proposed  statements 
of  issues;  (2)  proposed  stipulations;  <3> 
proposed  requests  for  Information  and 
for  evidence;  (4)  statements  of  positions; 
and  (5)  proposed  procedural  dates.  The 
Bureau  of  Operating  Rights  will  circu- 

*•  All  motions  and/or  petitions  for  recon¬ 
sideration  shall  be  filed  within  the  period 
allowed  for  filing  objections,  and  no  further 
such  motions,  requests,  or  petitions  for  re¬ 
consideration  of  this  order  wlU  be  enter¬ 
tained. 

11  Statement  of  Commissioner  Johnson,  dis¬ 
senting.  filed  as  part  of  the  original  docu¬ 
ment. 

16,  1477 
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late  its  material  on  or  before  June  24, 
1977,  and  the  other  parties  on  or  before 
July  6, 1977.  The  submissions  of  the  other 
parties  shall  be  limited  to  points  on 
which  they  differ  with  the  Bureau,  and 
shall  follow  the  numbering  and  lettering 
used  by  the  Bureau  to  facilitate  cross- 
referencing. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  10, 
1977. 

Henry  M.  Switkay, 

Acting  Chief 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.77-17285  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  30826] 

P.  T.  MERPATI  NUSANTARA  AIRLINES 

Amendment  of  Foreign  Air  Carrier  Permit; 
Postponement  of  Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
matter,  now  assigned  to  be  held  on  June 
16,  1977  (42  P.R.  29033),  is  postponed  to 
June  30,  1977,  9:30  a.m.  (local  time),  in 
Room  1003  B,  Universal  North  Building, 
1875  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  10, 
1977. 

Marvin  H.  Morse, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 
[FR  Doc.77-17286  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No  25659;  Order  77-6-37] 

PIEDMONT  AVIATION,  INC. 

Investigation  of  the  Local  Service  Class 
Subsidy  Rate;  Order  Requiring  Subsidy 
Refund 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.  on 
the  8th  day  of  June,  1977. 

By  this  order,  the  Board  is  requiring 
Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc.  (Piedmont),  to 
make  a  refund  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  in  the  amount  of  $1,788,000  which 
reflects  the  effects  of  completely  remov¬ 
ing  the  carrier’s  tax  allowance  from  its 
subsidy  computations  for  calendar  year 
1975.  The  factual  support  for  the  deci¬ 
sion  is  set  forth  below. 

Section  III.  A.  of  the  Rate  Formula  of 
Class  Rate  VII,  as  adopted  in  Order  74- 
1-123,  issued  January  24,  1974,  states 
that  a  carrier  is  in  a  tax  position  only  if 
the  carrier  is  incurring  a  liability  under 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  for 
the  payment  of  Federal  income  taxes. 
Section  HI.  B.  of  the  Rate  Formula  pro¬ 
vides  that  a  tax  allowance  shall  be  pay¬ 
able  only  to  those  carriers  determined  to 
be  in  a  tax  position,  with  such  a  deter¬ 
mination  to  be  based  on  an  evaluation 
of  the  carrier’s  filed  actual  Federal  in¬ 
come  tax  return,  as  amended  and/or 
modified,  or  on  the  basis  of  a  pro  forma 
tax  return  filed  with  the  Board  pursuant 
to  other  parts  of  the  Rate  Formula. 

As  an  integral  part  of  the  third  and 
fourth  reviews  of  Class  Rate  VTI,'  the 


1  See  Orders  74-12-119,  issued  December  30, 
1974,  74-12-120,  issued  December  30.  1971. 
75_7_64  issued  July  14.  1975,  and  75  3  41  is¬ 
sued  August  8,  1975. 


Board  provided  Piedmont,  among  others, 
with  a  tax  allowance  in  anticipation  of 
a  Federal  tax  liability  for  calendar  year 
1975.  This  allowance  was  provided  be¬ 
cause  Piedmont  had  made  a  showing  in 
the  base  period  of  Class  Rate  VII  that  it 
would  incur  a  Federal  tax  liability  at 
that  time,2  and  subsequent  examinations 
of  Piedmont’s  profitability  mandated  the 
retention  of  the  carrier’s  tax  allowance. 
However,  Piedmont  submitted  to  the 
Board  a  pro  forma  tax  return  for  cal¬ 
endar  year  1975  showing  both  a  net  loss 
for  its  airline  division  and  an  overall  cor¬ 
porate  net  loss.2  In  addition,  a  recent 
audit,4  conducted  to  verify  the  accuracy 
of  Piedmont’s  reports,  also  revealed  that 
the  airline  had  a  net  loss  for  calendar 
year  1975.  Consequently,  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Class  Rate  VII,  the  carrier  is 
not  entitled  to  a  tax  allowance  for  cal¬ 
endar  year  1975.® 

During  calendar  year  1975,  Piedmont 
was  provided  with  a  tax  allowance  of 
$1,248  million  for  its  eligible  operations. 
Pursuant  to  Section  III.  G.4.,  the  carrier 
is  required  to  refund  this  amount  per¬ 
taining  to  the  tax  allowance. 

The  Board  has  also  recomputed  Pied¬ 
mont’s  subsidy  rates  effective  Janu¬ 
ary  1 — June  30,  1975,  and  July  1 — De¬ 
cember  31,  1975,  excluding  the  tax  al¬ 
lowance.  (See  Appendices  A  and  B,  re¬ 
spectively.)  Pursuant  to  authority  in 
Section  IV.  C.  8.*  of  the  Rate  Formula, 
Piedmont’s  profit  offset  from  ineligible 
services  has  been  recomputed  without  a 
tax  allowance.  The  removal  of  taxes 
from  this  computation  results  in  in¬ 
creased  ineligible  profits  to  be  shared. 
The  government’s  share  of  these  in¬ 
creased  ineligible  profits  amounts  to 
$1,134  million. 

Because  of  similar  authority  found  in 
Section  VIH.  B.  8.  of  the  Rate  Formula, 
Piedmont’s  eligible  improvement/defi¬ 
ciency  has  been  recomputed  for  the  same 
review  periods,  without  a  tax  allowance, 
which  produces  a  smaller  improvement 
in  the  third  review  period  and  a  smaller 
deficiency  in  the  fourth  review  period. 
However,  due  to  the  provision  that  the 
eligible  deficiency  can  be  used  to  offset 
ineligible  profits,  the  recomputation  in¬ 
dicates  that  an  increase  of  $594,000  in 
the  eligible  deficiency  should  be  recog¬ 
nized.  Netting  this  amount  against  the 
increased  ineligible  offset  of  $1,134  mil¬ 
lion  produces  a  $.54  million  refund 
which,  in  addition  to  the  tax  allowance 
refund  of  $1,248  million,  provides  for  a 
total  refund  of  $1,788  million. 


=  See  order  73-10-1,  issued  October  1.  1973. 

•The  pro  forma  tax  return  was  submitted 
pursuant  to  directions  contained  in  Order 
76-4-101,  issued  April  20,  1976,  pertaining  to 
the  establishment  of  Class  Rate  VII. 

•  All  other  local  service  carriers  were  simi¬ 
larly  audited. 

•This  order  does  not  affect  the  tax  allow¬ 
ance  paid  to  Piedmont  for  the  period  from 
January  1,  1976,  to  June  30,  1976,  pursuant  to 
Order  76-2-39,  issued  February  11,  1976,  or 
the  tax  allowance  being  paid  on  and  after 
July  1,  1976,  pursuant  to  Order  76-12-159, 
issued  December  30,  1976,  which  fixed  the 
final  rate  for  Class  Rate  VIII. 

•  "Federal  taxes  to  be  recognized  in  Section 
IV.  B.  1  (b)  shall  be  derived  based  on  the 
following  formula: 


K—1=A,  ~~Y;  Y-A=T 

where: 

R- Re  turn  computed  In  Section  IV.  B. 
K»); 

I  =  Allocated  interest  expense; 

A  Amount  subject  to  tax; 

X  =  Complement  of  federal  tax  rate; 

Y— Amount  subject  to  tax  plus  tax;  and, 

T=Tax. 

Federal  tax  computations  under  this  Sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  subject  to  the  applicable  provi¬ 
sions  and  definitions  set  forth  under  Section 
III  of  this  rate.  However,  no  taxes  shall  be 
provided  for  ineligible  services  unless  a  car¬ 
rier  has  excess  profits  after  taxes  available 
for  offset  to  reduce  the  need  of  the  eligible 
services." 

The  recomputation  of  the  effective 
subsidy  rates  employed  herein  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  prior  practice  under  Class 
Rate  VH.7 

Based  upon  the  foregoing,  the  Board 
finds  and  concludes  that  Piedmont  was 
not  in  a  tax  position  during  calendar 
year  1975  and,  therefore,  was  not  en¬ 
titled  to  a  tax  allowance  for  the  period. 
Consequently,  Appendix  L  of  Order  74- 
12-120  and  Appendix  L  of  Order  75-7-64 
will  be  amended  to  reflect  our  findings 
and  conclusions  stated  herein,  and 
Piedmont  will  be  required  to  refund 
$1,788,000.*  (See  Appendix  C.) 

ACCORDINGLY,  it  is  ordered,  that: 

1.  Appendix  L  to  Order  74-12-120,  as  it 
applies  to  Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc.,  is 
amended  as  follows:  The  daily  tax  rate 
shown  under  “Federal  Taxes  Section  in’’ 
is  eliminated;  the  daily  rate  under 
“Eligible  Improvement/Deficiency”  is 
amended  to  read  —978.08  and,  the  daily 
rate  under  “Ineligible  Profit  Offset  Sec¬ 
tion  IV”  is  amended  to  read  —6.284.93; 

2.  Appendix  L  to  Order  75-7-64,  as  it 
applies  to  Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc.,  is 
amended  as  follows:  The  daily  tax  rate 
shown  under  “Federal  Taxes  Section 
HI”  is  eliminated;  the  daily  rate  under 
“Recognized  Eligible  Improvement/Defi- 
ciency”  is  amended  to  read  +3,158.90; 
the  daily  rate  under  “Ineligible  Profit 
Offset  Section  IV”  is  amended  to  read 
—3,158.90;  and,  the  daily  rate  in  foot¬ 
note  6  is  amended  to  read  —3,767.12; 

3.  Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc.,  is  hereby 
ordered  to  refund  to  the  Civil  Aeronau¬ 
tics  Board  $1,788,000; 

4.  This  order  shall  become  effective  on 
the  fifteenth  day  after  service  hereof, 
unless  prior  to  that  date  exceptions,  to¬ 
gether  with  supporting  reasons,  shall 
have  been  filed  with  the  Board  by  any 
party  to  this  proceeding.  If  exceptions 
and  supporting  reasons  are  filed  by  any 
party  within  the  prescribed  time,  the 
effective  date  of  this  order  shall  be 
stayed,  only  for  the  party  or  parties  filing 
exceptions,  pending  further  action  by  the 
Board ;  and 

5.  This  order  shall  be  served  upon  all 
parties  to  this  proceeding. 


7  See  Orders  74-7-76.  July  18.  1974,  74-12- 
120,  December  30,  1974,  76-2-111,  February 
27. 1976,  and  77-4-5,  April  1,  1977. 

*  The  details  of  the  method  of  reim¬ 
bursement  will  be  formulated  by  the  CAB 
Comptroller. 
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This  order  will  be  published  in  the 

Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board : 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A. — Piedmont  Aviation ,  Inc. — 
Comparison  of  subsidy  need  determina¬ 
tions — Year  ended  Sept.  SO,  191  \  1 


lAmounts  in  dollars] 


Eligible 

Ineligi¬ 

ble 

System 

Third  review  computations: 

Reported  operating  break¬ 
even  need.. . . 

Subsidy  rateniaking  ad- 

2,369 

(9, 284) 

(6,915) 

(677) 

(i,fl») 

just  men  ts _ , _ 

(943) 

Adjusted  operating 

breakeven  need _ 

Return  on  adjusted  in- 

1,42*1 

(9,961) 

(8,535) 

10,207 

vestment _ _ 

4, 849 

5. 358 

Federal  tax  provision . 

1,  194 

2.  231 

3,425 

State  tax  provision . . 

8 

15 

23 

Total  subsidy  need  .. 

7,477 

(2, 357) 

5,120 

Adjusted  base  ceiling  _.  . 

8,244 

Ineligible  profit  offset. ... 
Eligible  improvement/ 

(1,178) 

(384) 

1,178 

deficiency  * _  .. 

Six-month  subsidy 

rate  recognized 

6,682 

Revised  computations: 

Re|X>rted  otierating  break¬ 
even  need . . . . 

Subsidy  ratemaking  ad- 

2,369 

(9, 284) 

(677) 

(6,915) 

(1,620) 

justments . . 

(943) 

Adjusted  operating  break¬ 
even  need .  . .  . . 

Return  on  adjusted  in- 

1,426 

(9, 961) 

(8,535) 

vestment _ _ -  ... 

4,  849 

5, 358 

10,207 

Federal  tax  provision _ 

State  tax  provision _ 

8 

15 

23 

Total  subsidy  need  . . 

6.283 

(4.588) 

1,695 

Adjusted  base  ceiling _ 

6,996 

Ineligible  profit  offset - 

Eligible  improvement/ 

(2,  294) 

(357) 

2.294  . 

deficiency  * _ _ 

Sixth-month  subsidy 

rate  recognized  * - 

4,345 

i  Third  review  of  Class  Rate  VII  (see  orders  74-12-119, 
Dec.  30, 1974.  and  74-12-120,  Dec.  30, 1974). 

«  Recognized  deficiency  cannot  be  greater  than  ineligi¬ 
ble  profit  offset  per  section  VIII  of  the  rate  formula  (see 
order  74-12-120). 

•Annualized  rate  for  the  6-month  period  Jan.  1,  1975, 
to  June  30, 1975. 

Cannot  exceed  adjusted  base  ceiling. 


Appendix  B. — Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc. — 
Comparison  of  subsidy  need  determina¬ 
tions — Year  ended  Mar.  SI,  1915  1 


[Amounts  in  dollars) 


Eligible 

Ineli¬ 

gible 

System 

Fourth  Review  Computa¬ 
tions: 

Reported  operating 

breakeven  need -  .. 

Subsidy  ratemaking  ad¬ 
justments .  . 

5,719 

(956) 

(7,472) 

(793) 

(1.753) 

(1,749) 

Adjusted  operating 

breakeven  need - 

4,763 

(8,2651 

(3,502) 

Return  on  adjusted  in¬ 
vestment .  4.873  5,933  10,806 

Federal  tax  provision _  1,381  2,500  3,881 

State  tax  provision .  15  26  41 


Total  subsidy  need  ..  11,032  194  11,226 

Adjusted  base  ceiling _  8. 150 .  . 

Ineligible  profit  oflSel  _ 

Eligible  improvement/ 

deficiency* - - - -  -  .. 


Six-month  subsidy 

rate  re  ognized  *  *...  8,150 .  . . 

Revised  computations: 

Reported  operating 

breakdown  need _  5,719  (7,472)  (1,753) 

Subsidy  ratemaking  ad¬ 
justments _ _  0*66)  (793)  (1,749) 


Adjusted  operating 

breakdown  need _ 

4,763 

(8, 265) 

(3, 502) 

Return  on  adjusted  in- 

vestment..  _ 

4.873 

5,933 

10,806 

Federal  tax  provision _ 

15 

26 

State  tax  provision . . 

41 

Total  .subsidy  need... 

9. 651 

(2,306) 

7,345 

Adjusted  base  ceiling  . 

6,902  . 

Ineligible  profit  offset. . .. 

(1.  153) 

1,153 

Eligible  improvement/ 
deficiency  * . 

1, 153  . 

. 

Six-month  subsidy 

rate  recognized  5  •... 

6.902 

— 

*  Fourth  review  of  Class  Rate  VII  (see  orders  75-7-64, 
July  14,  1975  and  75-8-41,  Aug.  8, 1975). 

1  Recognized  deficiency  cannot  be  greater  than  in¬ 
eligible  profit  offset  per  section  VIII  of  the  rate  formula 
(see  order  74-12-120). 

*  Annualized  rate  for  the  6-month  period  July  1, 1975, 
to  Dec.  31,1975. 

*  Cannot  exceed  adjusted  base  ceiling. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

CHILDREN’S  HOSPITAL  RESEARCH 
FOUNDATION 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce.  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  77-00114  Applicant: 
Children’s  Hospital  Research  Founda¬ 
tion  of  the  Children’s  Hospital  Medical 
Center,  Elland  and  Bethesda  Avenue. 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  45229.  Article:  Electron 
Microscope,  Model  EM  400  with  High  Tilt 
Goniometer  and  Accessories.  Manufac¬ 
turer:  Philips  Electronic  Instruments. 
NAT),  The  Netherlands.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
in  the  following  investigations:  (1) 
Studies  of  the  ultrastructural  pathology 
of  Reye’s  Syndrome  and  related  hepatic 
encephalopathies  including:  High  reso¬ 
lution  analysis  of  the  ultrastructure  of 
mitrochondrial  membranes  and  mito¬ 
chondrial  matrix  protein  structure,  a 
search  for  virus  particles  and  provirus 
structures  in  liver,  muscle  and  brain  tis¬ 
sues.  a  classification  of  influenzalike  viral 
agents  isolated  from  the  tissues  of  Reye  s 
Syndrome  patients  by  passage  in  em- 
bryonated  eggs,  monkey  kidney  tissue 
culture  fibroblasts  and  ferrets,  and  a 
search  for  influenza  virus  proteins  in 
affected  tissues  using  ferritin  labelled 
and  peroxidase  labelled  specific  immune 
globulins,  (2)  Study  of  the  ultrastruc¬ 
tural  pathology  of  brain  biopsies  of  in¬ 
fants  and  children  with  unexplained, 
progressive,  severe  brain  disorders.  <3) 
Study  of  the  ultrastructural  pathology  of 
the  jejunal  mucosa  of  infants  affected 
by  intractable  diarrhea,  (4)  Study  of  the 
ultrastructure  of  the  bile  canaliculus  in 
congenital  disorders  of  biliary  secretion 
including  a  study  of  the  anatomy  of  peri¬ 
canalicular  microfibrils  and  microtu¬ 
bules,  and  (5)  a  study  of  the  plasma 
membrane  of  the  duodenal  mucosal 
epithelium  during  calcium  absorption  to 
determine  the  significance  of  micro¬ 
villus  dense  bodies.  In  addition,  the  ar¬ 
ticle  will  be  used  in  the  training  of  post¬ 
doctoral  fellows  in  pediatric  gastroenter¬ 
ology. 

COMMENTS:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  tar 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  Intended 
to  be  used,  was  being  manufactured  In 
the  United  States  at  the  time  the  for¬ 
eign  article  was  ordered  (November  26, 


Appendix  C. — Piedmont  Amotion,  Inc.,  computation  of  actual  amount  to  be  refunded1 

for  calendar  year  1915 


Description 


Chance  due  to 
recalculaUon 
(in  thousands) 


Daily  rate 


Amount 
(In  thousands) 


Period  Jan.  1,  1975  to  June  30,  1975  * 

Annual  CR  VII  tax  allowance  * . 

Increase  In  the  ineligible  profit  offset  *. 
Decrease  In  the  eligible  improvement 4. 


$1,248 

1,116 

(27) 


Subtotal. 


Period  July  1,  1975  to  Dec.  31,  1975:  • 

Annual  C  R  VII  tax  allowance  • . 

Increase  In  the  ineligible  profit  offset 7 . 
Increase  in  the  eligible  deficiency  * . 


1,248 
1, 153 
(1. 163) 


Subtotal. 

Total.... 


S3, 419. 18 
3,057.63 
73.97 


$619 

563 

(13) 


3,419. 18 
3,158.90 
3,158.90 


1,159 


629 

681 

(581) 


1, 788 


>  Computed  on  the  basis  of  applying  dally  rates  times  the  number  .of  days  In  the  period. 

*  This  period  contains  181  d. 

*  Annual  tax  allowance  from  appendix  F-l  of  Order  74-12-119. 

*  See  appendix  A. 

*  This  period  contains  184  d. 

*  Annual  tax  allowance  from  appendix  F-l  of  Order  76-7-64. 

*  See  appendix  B. 

[FR  Doc.77-16916  Filed  6-15-77:8:46  am] 
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1976).  Reasons:  The  foreign  article  is 
equipped  with  a  eucentric  goniometer 
stage  and  a  guaranteed  resolution  of  5 
Angstroms  (point  to  point).  The  De¬ 
partment  Of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  (HEW)  advises  in  its  memorandum 
dated  May  23,  1977  that  the  character¬ 
istics  of  the  article  described  above  are 
pertinent  to  the  applicant’s  intended 
purposes.  HEW  further  advises  that  it 
knows  of  no  domestic  instruments  which 
provided  an  equivalent  eucentric  goni¬ 
ometer  and  resolving  power  at  the  time 
the  article  was  ordered. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  was  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States  at 
the  time  the  article  was  ordered. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 
Director,  Special  Import 

Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.77-17202  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

FOREIGN  AVAILABILITY  SUBCOMMITTEE 
OF  THE  COMPUTER  SYSTEMS  TECHNI¬ 
CAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Open  Meeting 

The  place  and  time  for  the  meeting  of 
the  Foreign  Availability  Subcommittee 
of  the  Computer  Systems  Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  scheduled  for  Tuesday, 
July  12,  1977,  at  9:30  a.m.  in  Room  6511 
has  been  changed  to  1:30  p.m.  in  Room 
5611,  Main  Commerce  Building.  The 
agenda  and  other  information  relating 
to  the  Subcommittee  meeting,  as  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  (42  FR 
2934) ,  on  Tuesday,  June  7,  1977,  remain 
unchanged. 

Dated:  June  13,  1977. 

Rauer  H.  Meyer, 
Director,  Office  of  Export  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Bureau  of  East- 
West  Trade,  Department  of 
Commerce. 

[FR  Doc.77-17215  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 


LEHIGH  UNIVERSITY  AND  UNIVERSITY  OF 
COLORADO 

Consolidated  Decision  on  Applications  For 
Duty-Free  Entry  of  Accessories  for  For¬ 
eign  Instruments 

The  following  is  a  consolidated  deci¬ 
sion  on  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  accessories  for  foreign  instruments 
pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of  the  Educa¬ 
tional  Scientific  and  Cultural  Materials 
Importation  Act  of  1966  (Public  Law  89- 
651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regulations  is¬ 
sued  thereunder  as  amended  (15  CFR 
301).  (See  especially  Section  301.11(e).) 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  each 
of  the  applications  in  this  consolidated 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 


during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Special 
Import  Programs  Division,  Office  of  Im¬ 
port  Programs,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  77-00067.  Applicant: 
Lehigh  University,  Metallurgy  and  Mate¬ 
rials  Science  Dept.,  Whitaker  Laboratory 
Bid.  No.  5,  Bethlehem,  Pa.  18015.  Article: 
PW6570/00C  Scanning  Attachment  for 
EM  300,  Adaptor;  and  accompanying  ac¬ 
cessories.  Manufacturer:  Philips  Elec¬ 
tronics  Instruments  NVD,  The  Nether¬ 
lands.  Intended  use  of  article:  The  ar¬ 
ticle  is  an  attachment  to  an  existing  elec¬ 
tron  microscope  that  provides  the  facility 
to  scan  the  electron  beam  across  the 
specimen  with  a  beam  diameter  from 
250  to  2.5  nm.  The  STEM  facility  will  be 
used  to  investigate  the  following  mate¬ 
rials  problems: 

(1)  Solute  redistribution  occurring 
during  selected  phase  transformations. 

(2)  Solute  profiles  occurring  in  mete¬ 
orites. 

(3)  The  fine  scale  structure  of  iron 
meteorites  which  have  been  shocked  and 
cosmically  reheated’. 

(4)  The  fine  structure  of  hot-pressed 
and  as-crept  specimens  of  SiC  and  Si, 
N«  manufactured  from  the  powder. 

(5)  The  identification  of  particles  in 
the  Bi-MnBi  directionally  solidified 
eutectic. 

(6)  Theecrystalline  structure  of  poly¬ 
ethylene. 

The  equipment  will  also  be  used  in  a 
course  in  Electron  Metallography  to  in¬ 
troduce  students  to  the  most  recent  ad¬ 
vances  in  electron  optical  applications. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:  December  19,  1976.  Advise  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Department  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare  on:  March  22, 1977. 

Docket  number:  77-00147.  Applicant: 
University  of  Colorado,  Department  of 
Buying  and  Contracting,  Willard  Admin¬ 
istrative  Center  160,  Boulder,  Colorado 
80309.  Article:  Ultrahigh  Resolution 
Scanning  System  EM-100C  ASED-4D  and 
accessories.  Manufacturer:  JOEL  Ltd., 
Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  1716  ar¬ 
ticle  is  an  accessory  to  be  used  in  con¬ 
junction  with  an  existing  electron  mi¬ 
croscope  in  a  wide  variety  of  research 
and  teaching  projects.  Investigations  to 
be  carried  out  involve  the  study  of  the 
structure  of  biological  cells  and  tissues 
including  nerve  tissues,  phenomena  as¬ 
sociated  with  neurological  diseases; 
tumors  and  comparable  normal  tissues; 
and  various  types  of  plant  cells  especially 
valuable  in  displaying  fundamental 
features  of  cell  division  and  morphogen¬ 
esis.  The  article  will  be  used  primarily  in 
the  course  “MCDB  490/590:  Workshop 
in  Electron  Microscopy”,  which  intro¬ 
duces  students  to  standard  preparative 
techniques  for  both  scanning  and  trans¬ 
mission  electron  microscopy.  Application 
received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
March  3,  1977.  Advice  submitted  by  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  on:  May  24, 1977. 

COMMENTS:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  any  of  the  fore¬ 
going  applications.  Decision:  Applica¬ 


tions  approved.  No  instrument  or  ap¬ 
paratus  of  equivalent  scientific  value  to 
the  foreign  articles,  for  the  purposes  for 
which  the  articles  are  intended  to  be 
used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  Reasons:  The  applications 
relate  to  compatible  accessories  for  in¬ 
struments  that  have  been  previously  im¬ 
ported  for  the  use  of  the  applicant  in¬ 
stitutions.  The  articles  are  being  manu¬ 
factured  by  the  manufacturers  which 
produced  the  instruments  with  which 
they  are  intended  to  be  used.  We  are 
advised  by  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  in  the  respec¬ 
tively  cited  memoranda  that  the  acces¬ 
sories  are  pertinent  to  the  applicants’  in¬ 
tended  uses  and  that  it  knows  of  no  com¬ 
parable  domestic  articles. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  similar  accessories  manufactured 
in  the  United  States  which  are  inter¬ 
changeable  with  or  can  be  readily 
adapted  to  the  instruments  with  which 
the  foreign  articles  are  intended  to  be 
used. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty- 
Free  Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 
Director,  Special  Import 
Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.77-17206  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 


OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY 

Decision  on  Application  For  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereunder  as  amended 
(15  CFR  301).  ' 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  77-00115.  Applicant: 
The  Ohio  State  University,  College  of 
Pharmacy,  500  W.  12th  Avenue,  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio  43210.  Article:  Electron  Micro¬ 
scope,  Model  EM  9S-2  including  spare 
parts.  Manufacturer:  Carl  Zeiss,  West 
Germany.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  in  the  course 
Pharmacy  894  which  is  designed  pri¬ 
marily  for  educating  graduate  students 
in  the  medical  biological  sciences  in  the 
techniques  and  interpretations  of  elec¬ 
tron  microscopic  data.  The  students  will 
devote  a  brief  initial  period  in  learning 
how  to  operate  the  electron  microscope. 
The  bulk  of  the  time  will  be  devoted  to  in¬ 
struction  of  students  in  the  techniques  of 
preparation  of  the  sample  for  electron 
microscopic  examination  and  interpreta¬ 
tion  of  electron  ’micrographs. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in- 
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strum ent  or  ap&ratus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article, 
for  such  purposes  as  this  article  is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used,  was  being  manufac¬ 
tured  in  the  United  States  at  the  time  the 
foreign  article  was  ordered  (May  17, 
1976).  Reasons:  The  foreign  article  is  a 
relatively  simple,  easy  to  operate,  me¬ 
dium  resolution  electron  microscope  de¬ 
signed  for  confident  use  by  beginning 
students  with  a  minimum  of  detailed  pro¬ 
gramming.  The  article  provides  7  Ang¬ 
stroms  point  to  point  resolution,  an  ac¬ 
celerating  voltage  of  60  kilovolts  <KV>, 
and  low  distortion  magnifications  from 
140-60.000X  (Magnifications  of  140  to 
1000X  are  within  the  normal,  light 
microscopic  range) .  Thus  the  article 
covers  the  range  of  light  and  electron 
microscopy.  The  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  (HEW)  advises 
in  its  memorandum  dated  May  3.  1977 
that  simplicity  and  ease  of  operation  are 
pertinent  to  the  purposes  for  which  the 
foreign  article  is  Intended  to  be  used. 
HEW  qlso  advises  that  it  knows  of  no 
domestic  instrument  or  apparatus  which 
provided  the  pertinent  features  of  the 
article  at  the  time  the  article  was  or¬ 
dered.  The  Department  of  Commerce 
knows  of  no  other  instrument  or  ap¬ 
paratus  of  equivalent  scientific  value  to 
the  foreign  article,  for  such  purposes  as 
this  article  is  Intended  to  be  used,  which 
was  being  manufactured  In  the  United 
States  at  the  time  the  article  was 
ordered. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 
Director,  Special  Import 
Programs  Division. 

[FR  Doc.77-17207  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


U.S.  ARMY  MEDICAL  RESEARCH  INSTI¬ 
TUTE  OF  INFECTIOUS  DISEASES  AND 
GEORGE  WASHINGTON  UNIVERSITY 

Consolidated  Decision  on  Applications  For 
Duty-Free  Entry  of  Isotachophoresis 
Apparatus 

The  following  is  a  consolidated  deci¬ 
sion  on  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  Isotachophoresis  Apparatus  pursuant 
to  Section  6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Sci¬ 
entific,  and  Cultural  Materials  Impor¬ 
tation  Act  of  1966  (Public  Law  89-651, 
80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regulations  Issued 
thereunder  as  amended  (15  CPR  301). 
(See  especially  Section  301.11(e) .) 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to 
each  of  the  applications  in  this  consoli¬ 
dated  decision  is  available  for  public  re¬ 
view  during  ordinary  business  hours  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce,  at  the 
Special  Import  Programs  Division,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce.  Wash^igton,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  77-00122.  Applicant: 
U.S.  Army  Medical  Research  Institute  of 
Infectious  Diseases  (USAMRIID),  Bac¬ 
teriology  Division,  Suite  Bl,  Building 
1425,  Fort  Detrick,  Frederick,  MD  21701. 
Article:  Tachophor,  Model  LKB  2127-001 
with  accessories.  Manufacturer:  LKB 


Prod uk ter  AB,  Sweden.  Intended  use  of 
article:  Hie  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
for  studies  of  biological  molecules  includ¬ 
ing:  proteins,  peptides,  metabolites  from 
plant  and  animal  tissues.  Investigations 
will  include  studies  on  in  vitro  and/or  In 
vivo  reactions  between  molecules  follow¬ 
ing  increase,  decrease  or  absence  of  one 
or  all  of  the  reacting  molecules.  Applica¬ 
tion  received  by  Commissioner  of  Cus¬ 
toms:  February  9, 1977.  Advice  submitted 
by  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  on:  May  23,  1977.  Article 
ordered:  January  27, 1977. 

Docket  Number:  77-00138.  Applicant: 
HEW /FDA  National  Center  for  Toxico¬ 
logical  Research,  Jefferson.  Arkansas 
72079.  Article:  Tachophor  complete,  with 
Power  Supply  Unit,  Analyzer  Unit  equip¬ 
ped  with  Perspex  Electrode  Houses. 
Lamps  and  Filter.  Manufacturer:  LKB 
Produkter  AB,  Sweden.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
for  studies  of  biological  molecules  includ¬ 
ing  proteins,  peptides,  and  metabolites 
from  plant  and  animal  tissue.  Investiga¬ 
tions  will  include  studies  on  in  vitro  and/ 
or  in  vivo  reactions  between  biological 
molecules  following  increase,  decrease,  or 
absence  of  one  or  all  of  the  reacting 
molecules.  The  objective  pursued  In  the 
course  of  these  investigations  is  to  under¬ 
stand  the  interrelationship  between 
biological  molecules  and  to  correlate 
these  changes  with  chemical  alterations 
seen  in  human  diseases.  Application  re¬ 
ceived  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
February  28,  1977.  Advice  submitted  by 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  on:  May  23,  1977.  Article 
ordered:  December  28,  1977. 

Docket  Number:  77-00145.  Applicant: 
The  George  Washington  University,  Lab 
for  Virus  and  Cancer  Research,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Medicine.  Ross  Hall,  Room  526. 
2300  I  St.  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20037. 
Article:  Tachophor  (LKB-2127-001) 

complete,  with  Power  Supply  Unit, 
Analyzer  Unit  and  accessories.  Manu¬ 
facturer:  LKB  Produkter  AB,  Sweden. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  will 
be  used  for  the  elucidation  of  the  roles 
of  various  substances  on  a  molecular 
level  in  disease  states,  particularly  in 
regard  to  cancer,  and  to  provide  in¬ 
formation  necessary  to  design  separatory 
systems  capable  of  recovering  such  sub¬ 
stances  from  complex  mixtures  of  sub¬ 
stances  in  sufficient  quantity  and  integ¬ 
rity  to  allow  for  their  use  in  diagnostic 
systems  and  for  further  immunological 
and  biochemical  analyses.  The  article 
will  also  be  used  to  quantitate  subtle 
alterations  in  the  materials  used  in  ex¬ 
periments  and  to  monitor  experiments  ifi 
other  systems.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  March  3, 1977. 
Advice  submitted  by  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  on: 
Mav  23,  1977.  Article  ordered:  Febru¬ 
ary  2,  1977. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  in  regard  to  any  of  the  foregoing 
applications.  Decision:  Applications  ap¬ 
proved.  No  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
articles,  for  the  purposes  for  which  the 


articles  are  intended  to  be  used,  was  being 
manufactured  In  the  United  States  at 
the  time  the  articles  were  ordered.  Rea¬ 
sons:  Each  foreign  article  provides  sensi¬ 
tivities  in  nanomole  quantities  with  sam¬ 
ple  volumes  of  0.1  to  50  microliters.  The 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  (HEW)  advises  in  the  respec¬ 
tively  cited  memoranda  that  the  capabil¬ 
ity  described  above  is  pertinent  to  the 
purposes  for  which  each  of  the  foreign 
articles  to  which  the  foregoing  applica¬ 
tions  relate  Is  Intended  to  be  used.  HEW 
also  advises  that  It  knows  of  no  domestic 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  each  of  the  foreign 
articles  for  such  purposes  as  these  ar¬ 
ticles  are  intended  to  be  used. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  any  of  the 
foreign  articles  to  which  the  foregoing 
applications  relate,  for  such  purposes  as 
these  articles  are  intended  to  be  used, 
which  was  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States  at  the  time  the  articles 
were  ordered. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.106,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 
Director,  Special  Import 
Programs  Division. 

.  (FB  Doc.77-17206  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration  * 

TRANSFER  OF  A  FISHING  VESSEL  TO 
FOREIGN  OWNERSHIP 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  May  24, 
1977,  the  Maritime  Administration  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce  received  an 
application  from  Messrs.  Richard  J.  and 
Raymond  L.  Wrathell,  15104  N.  19th 
Street,  Lutz,  Florida  33549,  for  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  sale  of  the  30.3'  registered 
length  fishing  vessel  R  &  R,  O.N  280321, 
to  Mr.  Pham  Cong  Hanh,  66069  49th 
Avenue,  St.  Petersburg,  Florida  and 
Dung  Viet  Mai,  1572  Delaware  Avenue, 
St.  Petersburg,  Florida.  Such  approval  is 
required  by  Sections  9  and  37  of  the 
Shipping  Act.  1916,  as  amended  (36 
U.S.C.  808.835),  because  the  applicants 
are  citizens  of  Vietnam.  The  vessels  will 
be  modified  to  be  admeasured  at  under 
5  net  tons  and  will  be  operated  primarily 
in  the  fishery  for  shrimp. 

The  Maritime  Administration  is  the 
Federal  agency  responsible  for  the  ap¬ 
proval  or  disapproval  of  applications 
submitted  pursuant  to  Sections  9  and  37 
of  the  Shippiiig  Act.  However,  the  Mari¬ 
time  Administration  customarily  solicits 
the  views  of  the  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service  before  deciding  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  relating  to  a  fishing  vessel,  and 
has  sought  the  views  of  the  Service  with 
regard  to  this  application. 

Accordingly,  the  Service  solicits  the 
written  comments  of  interested  persons 
in  regard  to  this  application.  Such  com¬ 
ments  should  be  address  to  the  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
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Washington,  D.C.  20235,  and  received  no 
later  than  July  18,  1977.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  by  such  date  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  with 
respect  to  this  application.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time. 

Dated:  June  13,  1977. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer. 

Deputy  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

|FR  Doc.77-17265  Piled  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


COMMUNITY  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

COMMUNITY  FOOD  AND  NUTRITION 
PROGRAM 

Solicitation  of  Applications  for  Grants  for 
the  Community  Food  and  Nutrition  Pro¬ 
gram  Funded  Under  Section  222(a)5)  of 
the  Economic  Opportunity  Act,  as 
Amended 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Com¬ 
munity  Services  Administration  (CSA) 
is  soliciting  applications  for  funding 
Community  Food  and  Nutrition  Pro¬ 
gram  (CFNP)  projects  with  Fiscal  Year 
1977  funds. 

All  policies  and  procedures  promul¬ 
gated  by  CSA  Instruction  6132-2,  Com¬ 
munity  Food  and  Nutrition  Program, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (42 
FR  12047)  on  March  2,  1977,  including 
the  application  process  and  categories  of 
eligible  applicants,  apply  to  these  fund¬ 
ings.  In  addition,  consistent  with  the  in¬ 
terim  rule  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (42  FR  27593)  on  May  31,  1977, 
program  emphases  have  been  defined 
for  Fiscal  Year  1977  fundings  and  the 
percent  of  effort  for  each  emphasis  in 
each  state  has  been  set  based  on  needs 
assessments  and  other  consultations. 
(See  attachment  1.) 

Potential  applicants  are  reminded  that 
the  regular  A-95  procedures  apply. 
Therefore,  applicants  are  encouraged  to 
submit  their  notification  of  intent  to  the 
appropriate  clearinghouse  <s)  as  soon  as 
they  decide  that  they  will  apply  for 
funds. 

Following  are  the  program  emphases 
for  the  Fiscal  Year.  They  are  derived 
from  the  eligible  activities  outlined  in 
the  basic  policy  statement  (CSA  Instruc¬ 
tion  6132-2)  but  provide  greater  specific¬ 
ity: 

Advocacy 

Advocacy  projects  are  designed  to  im¬ 
prove  access  to,  and  to  expand  the  par¬ 
ticipation  of  eligible  participants  in,  the 
various  Federal  food  programs,  e.g.,  food 
stamps,  school  lunch  and  breakfast,  child 
care  feeding,  WIC,  elderly  feeding,  etc. 
Advocacy  activities  may  include:  efforts 
to  monitor,  study  and  evaluate  program 
operation  when  coupled  with  a  plan  to 
implement  findings,  recommendations, 
etc.  in  a  manner  which  will  improve  pro¬ 


gram  operation;  legal  and  paralegal  rep¬ 
resentation  of  eligible  participants;  com¬ 
munity  education  and  outreach  efforts 
designed  to  Inform  eligible  participants 
about  the  various  food  programs,  the 
benefits  available  thereunder  and  to  as¬ 
sist  such  persons  in  obtaining  benefits; 
and  efforts  to  plan,  develop  and  imple¬ 
ment  food  and  nutrition  policies  and 
programs.  In-so-far  as  is  practical,  ad¬ 
vocacy  efforts  should  be  directed  at  ef¬ 
fecting  institutional  changes  in  program 
policy  and  operations. 

Examples  of  acceptable  advocacy  proj¬ 
ects  include,  but  are  not  limited  to:  1. 
The  development  of  a  state  or  local  coali¬ 
tion  to  insure  community  input  in  the 
implementation  process  of  the  major  re¬ 
visions  of  the  food  stamp  program.  Ac¬ 
tivities  would  include  the  development  of 
the  coalition,  education  of  the  members 
to  the  issues,  solicitation  of  comments 
on  proposed  state  and  Federal  regula¬ 
tions,  negotiations  with  the  state  on  the 
development  of  the  state  plan  of  opera¬ 
tion  and  certification  manual,  and  nego¬ 
tiation  and  monitoring  of  the  implemen¬ 
tation  of  the  revision; 

2.  A  community  education /outreach 
effort  designed  to  inform  people  of  food 
stamp  program  revisions  and  to  assist 
persons  in  obtaining  benefits.  Activities 
might  include  the  development  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  informational  materials, 
development  of  a  media  campaign,  the 
development  of  a  speakers  bureau,  train¬ 
ing  of  personnel  of  other  organizations, 
coordination  of  volunteers  who  provide 
transportation  and  prescreening  services, 
negotiations  to  alter  practices  which  pre¬ 
vent  participation,  and  direct  represen¬ 
tation  of  applicants  in  their  efforts  to 
obtain  benefits; 

3.  A  short  term  study  of  the  school 
breakfast  program,  the  results  of  which 
would  be  used  to  expand  program  opera¬ 
tion.  Activities  would  include  an  analysis 
of  the  existing  program  operation  and 
roadblocks  to  participation,  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  a  school  breakfast  coalition  to 
make  recommendations  and  negotiate 
with  school  food  officials,  and  formal 
meetings  with  the  school  board  to  pro¬ 
vide  community  input  into  the  decisions 
about  the  operation  of  the  program. 

Self-Help 

Self-help  projects  are  designed  to  di¬ 
rectly  involve  the  poverty  community  in 
efforts  to  improve  access  to  food  produc¬ 
tion  and  distribution  processes  designed 
to  improve  their  nutritional  well-being 
and  to  foster  self-sufficiency.  Self-help 
activities  may  include :  efforts  to  develop 
alternative  food  production  and  distribu¬ 
tion  mechanisms  which  are  community- 
owned  and  controlled;  efforts  to  develop 
and  utilize  other  community  resources 
in  the  continuation  of  such  activities; 
and,  efforts  to  provide  lower  cost  food 
stuffs  to  low-income  people.  Self-help 


activities  will  not  be  funded  as  continu¬ 
ing  activities.  All  present  and  prospective 
grantees  must  have  a  specific  plan  for 
phasing  out  funding  of  particular  proj¬ 
ects. 

Examples  of  acceptable  self-help  proj¬ 
ects  include,  but  are  not  limited  to:  1. 
The  development  of  a  community  food 
sale  cooperative  operated  by  the  people 
it  serves  and  designed  to  provide  lower 
C06t  food  to  its  membership.  Activities 
would  include  organizing  the  co-op, 
assisting  in  establishing  the  physical  and 
legal  entity,  providing  training  to  opera¬ 
tors,  assisting  in  negotiating  contracts 
with  farmers  and  wholesalers  for  food 
delivery,  assisting  in  seeking  alternative 
sources  of  funds,  and  assisting  in  the 
development  of  other  similar  projects; 

2.  The  development  of  a  food  produc¬ 
tion  operation  such  as  a  greenhouse 
operation  which  would  provide  both 
lower  cost  food  through  distribution  net¬ 
works  in  the  low-income  community  and 
provide  employment  opportunities  to 
low-income  people;  and 

3.  Cooperative  programs  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  food  or  animals  for  family 
consumption. 

Supplemental 

Supplemental  projects  are  designed  to 
fill  the  voids  in  existing  Federal  feeding 
programs  or  to  establish  programs  on  a 
pilot  basis.  Acceptable  supplemental  ac¬ 
tivities  may  Include  the  provision  of  serv¬ 
ices  which  are  tangential  to  but  necessary 
for  the  operation  of  existing  Federal 
feeding  programs.  Supplemental  pro¬ 
grams  will  not  be  funded  on  a  continuing 
basis.  They  must  either  be  capable  of  be¬ 
ing  supported  by  another  food  program 
or  by  other  funding  sources  within  a  spe¬ 
cified  period  of  time. 

Crisis  Relief 

This  category  is  intended  to  meet  tem¬ 
porary  emergency  needs  of  households 
through  the  direct  provision  of  foodstuffs 
or  direct  access  to  food.  Applicants  de¬ 
siring  funding  under  this  category  must 
specifically  delineat  the  need  and  explain 
why  direct  services  are  not  duplicative  or 
substitutes  for  already  existing  programs. 
Preference  will  be  given  to  applicants  who 
combine  direct  service  efforts  with  ac¬ 
tivities  designed  to  transfer  the  respon¬ 
sibility  for  the  continuation  of  direct 
service  activities  within  a  specified 
period  of  time  or  which  mobilize  or  or¬ 
ganize  community  resources  to  provide 
crisis  relief. 

Application  Submission 

Closing  date  for  receipt  of  applications 
Is  July  26,  1977.  Applications  should  be 
submitted  to  the  appropriate  CSA  Re¬ 
gional  Office. 

GracieLa  (Grace)  Olivarez, 
Director. 
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State  Advo-  mental  SeU-  Crisis 

cacy  pro-  help  relief 
grams 


Attachment  1. — Program  emphases  listing 
t>g  each  State's  percent  of  fiscal  gear 
ID 77  funding  level 


Supple- 

Slate 

Advo- 

mental 

Self- 

Crisis 

.  cacy 

pro¬ 

grams 

help 

relief 

Repion  I: 

Maine.. . 

55 

00 

5 

0 

Connecticut . 

73 

5 

11 

11 

Rhode  Island . 

(V? 

11 

21 

*  5 

Vermont... . 

37 

0 

53 

10 

Massachusetts _ 

58 

16 

16 

10 

New  H  ampshire. . 

Repion  II: 

47 

0 

51 

2 

85 

0 

5 

10 

New  Jersey . 

>*5 

0 

2 

3 

Puerto  Rico _ 

0 

21 

10 

Virgin  Island _ 

Repion  III: 

82 

0 

16 

2 

Pennsylvania . 

55 

24 

25 

16 

Maryland . 

35 

24 

25 

16 

Delaware . . 

35 

35 

25 

16 

West  Virginia . 

35 

24 

25 

16 

Virginia . 

District  of 

35 

24 

25 

16 

Columbia _ 

35 

24 

25 

16 

Repion  IV : 

15 

50 

18 

17 

Kentucky _ 

33 

>  23 

29 

15 

North  Carolina... 

33 

27 

25 

15 

South  Carolina... 

33 

29 

23 

15 

Tennessee . 

33 

30 

22 

15 

Florida. _ 

» 

37 

30 

18 

Ueorpia . . 

33 

27 

25 

15 

33 

24 

27 

16 

Repion  V: 

Illinois _ 

64 

.5 

36 

5 

Indiana _ 

64 

21 

5 

10 

Miehipan _ 

64 

5 

2U 

5 

Minnesota _ 

59 

5 

26 

10 

Wisconsin _ 

100 

O 

0 

0 

Ohio . . 

Repion  VI: 

27 

15 

10 

Arkansas _ 

35 

39 

16 

10 

Louisiana _ 

35 

13 

42 

10 

New  Mexico _ 

35 

45 

10 

10 

Oklahoma. . . 

35 

25 

24 

16 

Texas . 

Repion  VH: 

35 

35 

15 

15 

Iowa.. .  _  .... 

35 

34 

21 

10 

Missouri _ 

35 

42 

13 

10 

Kansas. . . 

36 

44 

8 

10 

35 

50 

10 

5 

Repion  VIII: 

37 

26 

32 

5 

Utah . . . 

64 

21 

10 

5 

North  Dakota _ 

.  •  60 

19 

16 

5 

South  Dakota _ 

35 

22 

40 

3 

35 

16 

44 

5 

Colorado _ 

Repion  IX: 

37 

32 

21 

10 

Arixona .  . 

35 

39 

16 

10 

California . . 

35 

48 

10 

7 

Hawaii _ _ 

35 

•  48 

10 

7 

Nevada _ _ 

Repion  X: 

35 

39 

16 

10 

Washinpton - 

» 

25 

22 

15 

Idaho _ 

M 

22 

25 

15 

Orepon - - 

38 

12 

35 

15 

Alaska .  . 

33 

15 

37 

15 

An  amount  equal  to 

5%  of 

each 

state's 

allocation  shall  be  set  aside  In  each  Region 


for  program  support  projects  Intended  to 
strengthen  local  programs  thru  the  provision 
of  training  and  technical  assistance  and  to 
assist  In  coordination  of  anti-hunger  efforts 
throughout  the  state  Including  communica¬ 
tion  of  successful  methods  and  techniques. 

IFR  Doc.77-16912  Filed  0-15-77:9:30  am] 


CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

ALUMINUM  WIRE  CONNECTIONS 
Extension  of  Time 

AGENCY :  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

ACTION :  Extension  of  time. 

SUMMARY:  The  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Commission  extends  the  time  pe¬ 
riod  within  which  it  must  publish  either 
a  proposed  consumer  product  safety 
standard  for  aluminum  wire  connections 
or  a  notice  withdrawing  the  previously 
published  notice  of  proceeding  to  develop 
a  standard  for  an  indefinite  period  until 
jurisdictional  »  questions  concerning 
aluminum  branch  circuit  wiring  have 
been  resolved. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Alan  H.  Schoem,  Office  of  the  General 
'  Counsel,  Consumer  Product  Safety 

Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20207, 

telephone  (202)  634-7770. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Consumer  Product  Safety  Commis¬ 
sion  has  been  in  the  process  of  develop¬ 
ing  a  mandatory  consumer  product 
safety  standard  for  aluminum  branch, 
circuit  wire  systems  since  it  formally  be¬ 
gan  a  proceeding  on  November  4,  1975 
under  section  7  of  the  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C.  2056).  It  has  pre¬ 
viously  extended  the  period  within  which 
it  must  propose  a  consumer  product 
safety  standard  for  the  aluminum  wire 
system  or  withdraw  the  notice  of  pro¬ 
ceeding  until  May  1,  1977,  in  order  to 
discuss  with  the  National  Fire  Protection 
Association  and  other  organizations 
modification  of  the  National  Electric 
Code  as  an  alternative  to  a  mandatory 
federal  standard.  A  detailed  history  of 
this  action  and  of  the  standard  develop¬ 
ment  activities  appears  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  18,  1977  (42  FR 
3342) . 

On  March  11,  1977,  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of  Dela¬ 
ware  in  Kaiser  Aluminum  and  Chemical 
Corporation  v.  United  States  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission,  Civil  Action 
No.  76-44  (D.  Del.)  concluded  that  alumi¬ 
num  branch  circuit  wire  and  aluminum 
branch  circuit  wiring  systems  are  not 
consumer  products  as  that  term  is  de¬ 
fined  in  section  3(a)  (1)  of  the  CPSA  (15 
U.S.C.  2052(a)  (1) ).  The  Court  issued  an 
order  in  that  matter  on  March  30,  1977. 
On  May  25,  1977,  the  Department  of 
Justice  filed  a  notice  of  appeal  of  the 
Court’s  decision  on  behalf  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  In  view  of  the  District  Court's 
ruling,  the  Commission  has  decided  that 
pending  resolution  of  the  jurisdictional 
question  it  will  suspend  activity  under 
section  7  of  the  CPSA.  including  staff 
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efforts  toward  modification  of  the  NEC. 
Accordingly,  the  Commission  is  extend¬ 
ing  the  period  within  whiqfi  it  must  pub¬ 
lish  either  a  proposed  consumer  product 
safety  standard  for  aluminum  wire  con¬ 
nections  or  a  notice  withdrawing  the 
previously  published  notice  of  proceeding 
to  develop  a  standard  for  an  indefinite 
period  until  resolution  of  the  jurisdic¬ 
tional  question. 

The  Commission’s  decision  is  limited 
•to  activities  under  section  7  of  the  CPSA 
and  does  not  apply  to  any  &ctivities  re¬ 
lated  to  section  15  of  the  CPSA  or  en¬ 
forcement  of  subpoenas  issued  under  sec¬ 
tion  27  of  the  CPSA  regarding  aluminum 
branch  circuit  wire. 

Dated:  June  10, 1977. 

Richard  E.  Rapps, 
Secretary,  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Commission. 

]FR  Doc.77-17072  Filed  8-15-77:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Navy 

SECRETARY  OF  THE  NAVY’S  ADVISORY 

BOARD  ON  EDUCATION  AND  TRAINING 

(SABET) 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
App.  I),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy’s  Advisory  Board 
on  Education  and  Training  (the  Board) 
will  meet  on  July  21-22,  1977,  in  the 
Compass  and  Viking  Room  of  the  Ad¬ 
miral  Kidd  Club  located  at  the  Naval 
Training  Center,  San  Diego.  California. 
Sessions  of  the  meeting  will  commence 
at  8:15  a.m.  and  terminate  at  4:30  p.m. 
on  Thursday,  July  21,  1977,  and  com¬ 
mence  at  8:30  a.m.  and  terminate  at 
11:30  a.m.  on  Friday,  July  22,  1977. 

The  Board  will  discuss  the  Navy’s  In¬ 
structional  Development  Program  and 
Computer  Managed  Instruction.  Board 
members  will  observe  course  development 
procedures  and  visit  various  training 
sites.  The  merits  of  existing  training  and 
instructional  systems  under  development 
will  be  reviewed  in  order  to  provide  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  at  the  Executive  Session  on  July  22, 
1977. 

For  further  information,  contact: 

Dr.  Francis  Kelly,  Assistant  Branch  Head. 

Professional  Education  (991EB),  800  North 

Quincy  Street,  Arlington.  Va.  22203,  (202) 

692-4636. 

Dated:  June 9, 1977. 

K.  D.  Lawrence, 
Captain.  JAGC.  U.S.  Navy, 
Deputy  Assistant  Judge  Ad¬ 
vocate  General  (.Administra¬ 
tive  Law ) . 

]FR  Doc.77-17266  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 
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NOTICES 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[  OPP-00063 A;  FRL  747-4 J 

FEDERAL  INSECTICIDE,  FUNGICIDE,  AND 
RODENTICIDE  ACT 

Scientific  Advisory  Panel;  Cancellation  of 
Meeting 

The  two-day  meeting  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA)  Scientific  Advisory  Panel 
scheduled  for  Monday,  June  20,  and 
Tuesday,  June  21,  1977,  has  been  can¬ 
celled  due  to  problems  associated  with 
scheduling  topics  for  review  by  the  Panel. 
Notice  of  this  meeting  was  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  on  June  3,  1977 
(42  FR  28572). 

For  further  information  contact:  Dr. 
H.  Wade  Fowler,  Jr.,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary,  FIFRA  Scientific  Advisory  Panel, 
Office  of  Pesticide  Programs  (WH-567), 
Room  E-315,  EPA,  401  M  St.,  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20460,  telephone  202-755- 
4851. 

(Sec.  25(d)  of  FIFRA.  as  amended  (86  Stat. 
97;  86  Stat.  751;  7  UJ3.C.  136(a)  et  seq.)  and 
sec.  10(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463  ;  86  Stat.  770).) 

Dated:  June  13, 1977. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

|FR  Doc.77-17297  Filed  6-15-77;  8: 45  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

|  Report  No.  862] 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES 
INFORMATION 

Applications  Accepted  for  Filing 

June  13,  1977. 

The  applications  listed  herein  have 
been  found,  upon  initial  review,  to  be  ac¬ 
ceptable  for  filing.  The  Commission  re¬ 
serves  the  right  to  return  any  of  these 
applications,  if  upon  further  examina¬ 
tion,  It  Is  determined  they  are  defective 
and  not  in  conformance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  and  Regulations  or  its 
policies. 

Final  action  will  not  be  taken  on  any 
of  these  applications  earlier  than  31  days 
following  the  date  of  this  notice,  except 
for  radio  applications  not  requiring  a  30 
day  notice  period  (See  §  309(c)  of  the 
Communications  Act),  applications  filed 
under  Part  68,  applications  filed  under 
Part  63  relative  to  small  projects,  or  as 
otherwise  noted.  Unless  specified  to  the 
contrary,  comments  or  petitions  may  be 
filed  concerning  radio  and  Section  214 
applications  within  30  days  of  the  date 
of  this  notice  and  within  20  days  for  Part 
68  applications. 

In  order  for  an  application  filed  under 
Part  21  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  (Do¬ 
mestic  Public  Radio  Services)  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  mutually  exclusive  with  any  other 
such  application  appearing  herein,  it 
must  be  substantially  complete  and  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  by  whichever  date  is 
earlier:  (a)  The  close  of  business  one 


business  day  preceding  the  day  on  which 
the  Commission  takes  action  on  the  pre¬ 
viously  filed  application;  or  (b)  within 
60  days  after  the  date  of  the  public  notice 
listing  the  first  prior  filed  application 
(with  which  the  subsequent  application 
is  in  conflict)  as  having  been  accepted 
for  filing.  In  common  carrier  radio  serv¬ 
ices  other  than  those  listed  under  Part 
21,  the  cut-off  date  for  filing  a  mutually 
exclusive  application  is  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  one  business  day  preceding  the  day 
on  which  the  previously  filed  application 
is  designated  for  hearing.  With  limited 
exceptions,  an  application  which  is  sub¬ 
sequently  amended  by  a  major  change 
will  be  considered  as  a  newly  filed  ap¬ 
plication  for  purposes  of  the  cut-off  rule. 
(See  5  1.227(b)(3)  and  21.30(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules.) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Applications  Accepted  For  Filing 

DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  LAND  MOBILE  RADIO  8  IB  VICE 

21460-OD-TC— (3)-77  Autophone  of  Laredo, 
Inc.  Consent  to  Transfer  of  Control  from 
Autophone  of  Laredo,  Inc.,  transferor,  to 
Paul  E.  Russ um,  transferee.  Stations; 
KLF536  and  KWH344,  Laredo,  Texas;  and 
KU0642,  Zapata,  Texas. 

21468-CD-TC-(2)— 77  Havlland  Telephone 
Company,  Inc.  Consent  to  Transfer  of  Con¬ 
trol  from  Howard  Ellis,  transferor  to  Share¬ 
holders  of  Havlland  Telephone  Company, 
transferees.  Stations:  KAQ634,  Havlland, 
Kansas;  and  KAQ646,  Conway  Springs, 
Kansas. 

21469-CD-AL-77  Bertha  C.  Mathews  dba 
Mathews  Telephone  Answering  Service. 
Consent  to  Assignment  of  License  from 
Mathews  Telephone  Answering  Service,  as¬ 
signor  to  J.J.,  Inc.,  assignee  Station; 
KGI274,  Great  Falls,  Montana. 
21470-CD-TC— (2)— 77  Fulmont  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.  Consent  to  Transfer  of  Control 
from  Howard  D.  Hinkle,  transferor  to 
Charles  J.  Bertuch,  Jr.,  M.D.,  transferee. 
Stations;  KWU350  and  KWU352,  Amster¬ 
dam,  New  York. 

21471-CD-TC-(4)— 77  Harbor  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.  Consent  to  Transfer  of  Control 
from  A.  Steve  Klrcos,  transferor  to  Rahn  J. 
Farris,  transferee.  Stations:  KWT996  and 
KUD204,  Port  Huron,  Michigan;  and  KLF- 
591  and  KWA  673,  Benton  Harbor,  Michi¬ 
gan. 

2 1472-CD-TC-  ( 2 )  -77  Business  Service  Cen¬ 
ter,  Inc.  Consent  to  Transfer  of  Control 
from  June  E.  Stevens,  personal  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  estate  of  Robert  L  Stevens, 
transferor  to  Paul  R.  Bartel  1,  transferee. 
Stations;  KT8230  and  KTS231.  nr.  Roths¬ 
child,  Wisconsin. 

21473-CD-P/L-77  Southwestern  Bell  Tele¬ 
phone  Company  (KKB392) ,  C.P.  to  change 
antenna  system  operating  on  152.66  MHz 
located  1.5  mile  NNW  of  Eureka,  Texas. 
21474-CD-TC— (3)— 77  Ace  Commercial  Serv¬ 
ices,  Inc.  Consent  to  Transfer  of  Control 
from  John  R.  Law: ,  transferor  to  George  E. 
Dona  van,  transferee.  Stations:  KQZ740, 
KQZ741  and  KUS286.  Columbus,  Missis¬ 
sippi. 

21475-CD-P-77  Prospect  Communications 
(new),  C.P.  for  a  new  1-way  station  to  op¬ 
erate  on  158.70  MHz  to  be  located  5.5  miles 
ESE  of  Lawrenceburg,  Tennessee. 

2 1 476-CD-P-77  Southwestern  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (KBM505),  CP.  to  change  an¬ 
tenna  system  operating  on  152.63  MHz  lo¬ 
cated  3  miles  NW  of  Dodge  City.  Kansas. 


2 1 477-OD-MP-77  Radio  Relay  New  York 
Corp.  (KAA282) ,  modification  of  CP  to 
change  antenna  system  and  relocate  facili¬ 
ties  operating  on  158.70  MHz  to  be  located 
at  40  West  Mosholu  Parkway,  Bronx,  New 
York. 

21478-CD-P-77  Metrotec,  Inc.  (KTO283), 
C.P.  to  relocate  facilities  operating  on  35.22 
MHz  to  be  located  at  Rt.  55,  0.5  miles 
North  of  Rt.  118,  Medina,  Ohio. 

2 1 479-CD-P-77  Pat’s  Mobilephone.  Inc. 
(new),  C.P.  for  a  new  station  to  operate  on 
152.06  MHz  to  be  located  in  center  of  town. 
Collinwood.  Tennessee. 

2 1 480-CD-P-77  Carolina  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company  (new),  C.P.  for  a  new 
1-way  station  to  operate  on  158.10  MHz  to 
be  located  at  111  W.  Calhoun  Street,  Whlte- 
ville.  North  Carolina. 

21481-CD-P-(2)  -77  Arvig  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  (KCI305) ,  C.P.  to  change  antenna 
system  operating  on  152.57  and  162.81  MHz 
located  at  West  of  Equation  Avenue,  Pe- 
quot  Lakes,  Minnesota. 

2 1 482-CD-P-77  Aricall,  Inc.  (KIY779),  C.P. 
to  change  frequency  from  454.100  MHz, 
control,  to  454.150  MHz,  and  relocate  facil¬ 
ities  to  be  located  at  Westgate  Office 
Building,  Asheville,  North  Carolina,  Loc. 
No.  2. 

21483-CD-ML-77  Morris  Communications, 
Inc.  (KFL904),  modification  of  License  to 
change  base  frequency  from  454.275  MHz 
to  454.350  MHz  at  Loc.  No.  2:  Oconee 
County  Memorial  Hospital,  Seneca,  South 
Carolina. 

21484-CD-P-77  Answering  Service  of  Tren¬ 
ton,  Inc.  (KED352),  C.P.  for  additional 
facilities  to  operate  on  35.58  MHz  at  a  new 
site  described  as  Loc.  No.  3:  North  Gate 
Apartments,  7th  and  Linden  Streets.  Cam¬ 
den,  New  Jersey. 

21485-CD-P-(4)-77  The  Pacific  Telephone 
and  Telegraph  Company  (KMA612),  C.P. 
to  replace  transmitters  operating  on  152.- 
69  and  152.72  MHz  at  Loc.  No.  2;  change 
antenna  system  operating  on  152.57  MHz., 
replace  transmitters  on  167.83,  157.95  and 
157.98  MHz,  test  and  relocate  from  Loc. 
No.  1  to  Loc.  No.  2:  95  Almaden  Avenue, 
San  Jose,  California. 

21486-CD-P-(2)-77  Anser-Quik  Enterprises. 
Inc.  (new),  C.P.  for  a  new  1 -way-station  to 
operate  on  158.70  MHz,  base  and  standby, 
to  be  located  at  Roosevelt  Avenue,  600  feet 
West  of  Intersection  with  Pine  Knoll 
Blvd.,  Pine  Knoll  Shores,  North  Carolina 

2 1 487-CD-P-77  H.  I.  Pierce  dba  Business 
Communications  Company  (new),  C.P.  for 
a  new  station  to  operate  on  152.06  MHz  to 
be  located  6 Vi  miles  North  of  Great  Falls, 
Montana. 

2 1 488-CD-P-77  Pat’s  Mobilephone,  Inc 
(new),  C.P.  for  a  new  1-way  station  to  op¬ 
erate  on  152.24  MHz  to  be  located  at  center 
of  town,  Collinwood,  Tennessee. 

21489-CD-MP-(2)-77  Area- Wide  Paging 
System,  Inc.  (KWU399) ,  modification  of  CP 
to  change  antenna  system  operating  on 
454.175  and  454.325  MHz  located  at  Ter¬ 
minal  Tower  Building,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

21491-CD-P-77  Tel-Page  Corporation  of 
Wisconsin  (new) ,  C.P.  for  a  new  1-way  sta¬ 
tion  to  operate  on  35.22  MHz  to  be  located 
at  First  Wisconsin  Bank  Building.  Milwau¬ 
kee,  Wisconsin. 

2 1 493-CD-P-4-77  A  Plus  Communication  of 
Puerto  Rico,  Inc.,  dba  Caribbean  Mobile 
Telephone  System  (KWU360),  modification 
of  CP  to  change  antenna  system  operating 
on  454.125,  454.150,  454.175  and  454.226 
MHz  located  at  intersection  of  Avenlda 
Pinero  and  Avenlda  San  Patrico.  Caparra 
Heights,  Puerto  Rico. 
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MAJOR  AMENDMENT 

21042-CD-P-77  Radio  Telephone  Service. 
Inc.  (KRH665) ,  amend  location  operating 
on  152.24  MHz  to  read  WKYT-TV  tower  on 
North  side  of  U.S.  60.  2.8  miles  East  of  New 
Circle  Road,  Lexington  (Payette)  Ken¬ 
tucky.  All  other  particulars  to  remain  as 
reported  on  PN  No.  852  dated  April  4.  1977. 

RURAL  RADIO  SERVICE 

60296-CR-P/L-77  Puerto  Rico  Communica¬ 
tions  Authority  (new),  C.P.  and  License 
for  a  new  rural  subscriber  station  to  oper¬ 
ate  on  454.375.  454.400,  454.425,  454.450. 
454.475,  454  500,  454.525,  and  454.550  MHz 
to  be  located  at  Bo.  Mon  tones  IV  Carr.  917 
Km.  7.9,  Las  Pledras,  Puerto  Rico. 

60327-CR-P-77  McClellanvUle  Telephone 
Company  (new) ,  C.P.  for  a  new  Temp-fixed 
station  to  operate  on  158.07  MHz  to  be  lo¬ 
cated  at  any  temporary-fixed  location  with¬ 
in  the  territory  of  the  grantee. 

60328-CR-TC— 77  Autophone  of  Laredo,  Inc. 
Consent  to  Transfer  of  Control  from  Auto¬ 
phone  of  Laredo,  Inc.,  transferor  to  Paul  E. 
Russum,  transferee.  Station:  WAY69, 
Temp-Fixed. 

OFFSHORE  RADIO  TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
SERVICE 

MAJOR  AMENDMENTS 

50015-CG— P-(3)-77  Offshore  Telephone 

Company  (new).  Amend  frequency  488.- 
525  to  read  488.625  MHz.  All  other  particu¬ 
lars  to  remain  as  reported  on  PN  No.  857 
dated  May  9, 1977. 

50017-CQ-P-  ( 3 )  -77  Offshore  Telephone 

Company  (new),  Amend  to  delete  fre- 
■  quencles  488.075  and  488.125  MHz.  Add 
frequency  488.160  MHz.  All  other  particu¬ 
lars  to  remain  as  reported  on  PN  No.  857 
dated  May  9.  1977. 

50018-CG-P-77  Offshore  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  (new),  Amend  frequency  488.250 
MHz  to  read  488.400  MHz.  All  other  par¬ 
ticulars  to  remain  as  reported  on  PN  No. 
857  dated  May  9,  1977. 

POINT  TO  POINT  MICROWAVE  RADIO  SERVICE 

2415- CF-P-77  The  Chesapeake  and  Poto¬ 
mac  Telephone  Company  of  Virginia 
(KJ052) ,  3305  Huntington  Avenue,  New¬ 
port  News.  Virginia  (lat.  36°59'01"  N., 
long.  76°25’57"  W.) :  C.P.  to  add  transmit¬ 
ter  on  frequencies  10875.OH  10795.OH  MHz 
toward  Norfolk  and  replace  antenna  on 
6234.3V  10795V  MHz  toward  Norfolk,  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

2416- CF-P-77  Same  (KJG53) ,  120  W.  Bute 
Street,  Norfolk,  Virginia  (lat.  36°5i’ll"  N.. 
long.  76*17’25"  W.) :  C.P.  to  add  frequen¬ 
cies  11325H,  11245H  MHz  toward  Newport 
News  5952.6V  11265V,  11345H  MHz  toward 
Hampton  and  replace  antenna  on  5982.3V. 
11245V  MHz  toward  Newport  News  and 
11445H  MHz  toward  Hampton,  Virginia. 

241 7- CF-P-77  Same  (KIW79),  131  East 

Queen  Street,  Hampton,  Virginia  (lat.  37*- 
01 '35"  N.,  long.  76°20'34"  W.)  :  C.P.  to 
add  frequencies  10895V.  11055V.  11135H 
MHz  toward  Norfolk  and  replace  antenna 
on  6204.7H.  10755V  MHz  toward  Norfolk. 
Virginia. 

2664— CF-P-77  American  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company  (KLV40) ,  2.5  miles  NE 
of  Crossroad.  Mississippi  (lat.  30°47'50''  N„ 
long.  89*44'17"  W.) :  C.P.  to  change  polari¬ 
zation  from  vertical  to  horizontal  on  fre¬ 
quencies  3930,  4010,  4170  and  from  horizon¬ 
tal  to  vertical  3710,  3790,  3870.  3950.  4030. 
4110  MHz  toward  Pine.  Louisiana. 

2065-CF-P-77  Same  ( KLV45) ,  0.9  mile  N 
of  Pine,  Louisiana  (lat.  30*55' 12"  N.,  long. 
90‘00'43”  W.) :  C.P.  to  change  polarization 
on  frequencies  from  horizontal  to  vertical 
3750.  3830.  3910.  3990,  4070  MHz  toward 


Crossroads.  3750.  3830.  3910,  3990,  4070. 
4150  MHz  toward  Wllmer.  from  vertical  to 
horizontal  3890,  3970,  4130  MHz  toward 
Crossroads,  and  3890,  3970,  4130  MHz  to¬ 
ward  Wllmer. 

2666-CF-P-77  Same  (KLV46),  2.3  miles  NW 
of  Wllmer,  Louisiana  (lat  30°50'41"  N„ 
long.  90°22'35"  W.) :  CJ».  to  change  polari¬ 
zation  on  frequencies  from  vertical  to 
horizontal  3930,  4010,  4170.  and  from  hori¬ 
zontal  to  vertical  3710,  3790,  3870,  3950. 
4030  MHz  toward  Pine,  Louisiana. 

2667  CF-P-77  Same  (KLV49) ,  2  miles  W 
of  Starhlll,  Louisiana  (lat.  30*45’42"  N.. 
long.  91*20'30"  W.):  C.P.  to  correct  coor¬ 
dinates.  change  polarization  from  vertical 
to  horizontal  on  frequencies  3890,  3970. 
4130  MHz  toward  Pride  3970,  4130  MHz  to¬ 
ward  Innis  and  from  horizontal  to  vertical 
3750,  3830,  3910,  3990,  4070  MHz  toward 
Pride,  3750,  3830,  3910,  4070,  4150  MHz  to¬ 
ward  Innis.  ' 

2668- CF-F-77  American  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company  (KLV48) ,  9  miles  NK 
of  Pride.  Louisiana  (lat.  30*41 '06"  N„  long. 
90*59' 18"  W.)  :  CP.  to  change  polarization 
from  vertical  to  horizontal  on  frequencies 
3930,  4010,  4170  MHz  toward  Starhlll. 
Louisiana. 

2669- CF-P-77  Same  (KLV50) ,  1  mile  S.  of 
Innis.  Louisiana  (lat.  30’51'5S"  N..  long. 
91*40'21"  W.) :  C.P.  to  change  polarization 
from  vertical  to  horizontal  on  frequencies 
3850,  3930,  4010,  4170  and  from  horizontal 
to  vertical  on  3710,  3790,  3870,  3950  MHz 
toward  Starhlll.  Louisiana. 

2731 - CF-P-77  The  Mountain  States  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Telegraph  Company  (new),  27 
West  First  Street,  Elfrlda,  Arizona  (lat.  31  *- 
41'10"  N..  long.  109*41'16"  W.) :  CJ*.  for 
a  new  station  on  frequency  2162.0V  MHz 
toward  Mule  Pass  on  azimuth  226.9  de¬ 
grees. 

2732—  CF-P-77  Same  (KPS86) ,  1.6  miles  NW 
of  Blsbee,  Arizona  (lat.  31*28'20"  N.,  long. 
109°57'14”  W.) :  C.P.  to  add  a  new  point  of 
communication  on  frequency  2112.0V  MHz 
toward  Elfrlda.  Arizona  on  azimuth  46.7 
degrees. 

2674-  CF-P-77  Commonwealth  Telephone 
Company  (WBB364),  17  Main  Street,  To- 
wanda.  Pennsylvania  (lat.  41  *48'  13"  N., 
long.  76  26’34"  W.) :  C.P.  to  add  a  new 
point  of  communicaiion  on  frequencies 
2116V.  2124V  51Hz  toward  Towanda  PR2 
on  azimuth  27.7  degrees  and  from  passive 
reflector  to  Armenia  on  azimuth  268.0  de¬ 
grees. 

2675-  CF-P-77  Same  (new),  Armenia  2.6 
miles  SVV  of  Sylvanla,  Pennsylvania  (lat. 
41*46  06”  N..  long.  76*51 '47"  W.) :  CJ».  for 
a  new  station  on  frequencies  2166.0H. 
2174  OH  MHz  toward  Mansfield  on  azimuth 
282.5  degrees  and  2166.0V,  2174.0V  MHz 
toward  Towanda  PR2  on  azimuth  87.7  de¬ 
grees  and  from  passive  reflector  to  To¬ 
wanda  on  azimuth  207.7  degrees. 

2676- CF-P-77  Same  (WBB285).  2.25  KW  W 
of  Mansfield.  Pennsylvania  (lat.  41*48  30'' 
N.,  long.  77°06'23"  W.) :  C.P.  to  add  new 
point  of  communication  on  frequencies 
2116H.  2124H  MHz  toward  Armenia  on  azi¬ 
muth  102.3  degrees 

2491-CF-P/ML-77  American  Telephone  & 
Telegraph  Company  (KEA  87),  6.0  miles 
West  of  Windsor.  New  York  (lat.  42  06'54" 
N.,  long.  75*44'44"  W.) :  Construction  per¬ 
mit  and  license  to  change  receive  station 
location  from  Binghampton.  New  York  to 
new  location  at  Vestal  (WICZ-TV)  New 
York,  on  azimuth  262.6  degrees.  Existing 
frequency  (3810.0H  MHz)  unchanged. 

2612-CF-P-77  Satellite  Networks.  Inc., 
(new).  Milwaukee.  10510  North  Point 
Washington  Road.  Mequon,  Wisconsin  (lat. 
43*12'31”  N..  long.  87  55  19"  W.) :  Con¬ 
struction  permit  for  news  station — 
11385.0V  MHz  toward  Wisconsin  Center, 
Wisconsin,  on  azimuth  174.9  degrees. 


2683-CF-F-77  Satellite  Networks.  Inc. 
(new).  Elk  Horn.  3.3  mUes  WNW  of  Cor¬ 
delia  Junction.  California,  Napa,  California 
(lat.  38*13’51"  N.,  long.  122*11'42"  W.)  : 
Construction  permit  for  new  station — 
6375.2V  MHz  toward  Vollmer  Peak.  Califor¬ 
nia.  on  azimuth  183.2  degrees. 

-*  CORRECTION 

2622-CF-AL- ( 24) -77  Microwave  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corporation.  Application  for  assign¬ 
ment  of  radio  station  licenses  and  con¬ 
struction  permits.  This  entry  appearing 
In  Public  Notice  May  31,  1977  Is  corrected 
to  delete  all  reference  to  Section  214  Ap¬ 
plications.  All  other  particulars  remain  the 
same  as  previously  reported. 

MAJOR  AMENDMENT 

9897-CF-P-73  Mid-Kansas,  Inc.  (new)  New¬ 
ton,  Kansas  (lat.  38*04' 16"  N.,  long.  97° 
22  06"  W.) :  Application  amended  to 

change  station  coordinates  to  foregoing 
coordinates.  Other  particulars  (PN  7/16/ 
73)  unchanged. 

|FR  Doc  .77-1 7261  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am| 


[Docket  Noe  21171  and  21172; 

File  Nos.  B PH-9923  and  BPH-10.022 1 

FAITH  TABERNACLE,  INC.  AND  KILIBRO 
BROADCASTING  CORP. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  Designat¬ 
ing  Applications  for  Consolidated  Hear¬ 
ing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Faith  Tabernacle. 
Inc.  Ashland,  Oregon  tReq:  101.7  MHz. 
No.  620;  3  kW  (H  &  V) 1298  ft.)  and 
Kilibro  Broadcasting  Corporation,  John 
D.  Feldman,  Arthur  B.  Hogan  and  Arnold 
D.  Sias  Joint  Venture.  Ashland.  Oregon 
(Req:  101.7  MHz,  No.  269;  3  kW  (H  &  V>; 
— 310  ft.)  for  construction  permits. 

Adopted:  May  31.  1977. 

Released:  June 9, 1977. 

1.  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief. 
Broadcast  Bureau,  acting  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  has  before  it  for 
consideration  the  above-captioned  appli¬ 
cations  of  Faith  Tabernacle,  Inc.  (here¬ 
inafter  “Faith”)  and  Kilibro  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Corp.,  John  D.  Feldman,  Arthur  B. 
Hogan,  and  Arnold  D.  Sias,  a  Joint  Ven¬ 
ture  (hereinafter  “Kilibro”),  requesting 
a  construction  permit  for  a  new  FM 
broadcast  station  in  Ashland,  Oregon. 
Faith  is  the  licensee  of  standard  broad¬ 
cast  station  KDOV,  and  the  partners  in 
Kilibro  own  Rogue  Radio  Corp.,  the  li¬ 
censee  of  standard  broadcast  station 
KCMX.  Both  stations  are  located  in  Ash¬ 
land.  Oregon. 

2.  In  its  compositional  study.  Faith 
lists  16  manufacturing  firms  in  Ashland, 
and  shows  that  area  employment  in 
manufacturing,  construction,  transpor¬ 
tation,  etc.,  is  11.800.  Although  these 
figures  clearly  show  that  labor  is  an  im¬ 
portant  element  in  the  community.  Faith 
failed  to  interview  any  leaders  of  labor. 
Question  and  Answer  16  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Primer  on  Ascertainment  of  Com¬ 
munity  Problems  by  Broadcast  Appli¬ 
cants.  27  PCC  2d  650  (1971),  indicate 
that  an  ascertainment  showing  is  defec¬ 
tive  if  leaders  of  a  significant  group  in 
the  community  are  not  consulted.  A 
limited  ascertainment  issue  will  therefore 
be  specified. 
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3.  Faith  proposes  a  specialized  format 
of  predominantly  religious  programming. 
Kilibro,  in  contrast,  proposes  general 
market  programming.  Thus,  the  relative 
need  for  these  different  types  of  pro¬ 
gramming  will  be  considered  under  the 
standard  comparative  issue.  Ward  L. 
Jones,  FCC  67-82  (1967) ;  Policy  State¬ 
ment  on  Comparative  Broadcast  Hear¬ 
ings,  .1  PCC  2d  393,  Footnote  9  at  397 
(1965).  In  addition,  Kilibro  proposes 
duplication  of  the  programming  of 
KCMX  during  five  to  ten  percent  of  its 
proposed  schedule.  Therefore,  evidence 
regarding  program  duplication  will  be 
admissible  under  the  standard  compara¬ 
tive  issue.  When  duplicated  program¬ 
ming  is  proposed,  the  showing  permitted 
under  the  standard  comparative  issue 
will  be  limited  to  evidence  concerning 
the  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  duplication  which  would  offset  its 
inherent  inefficiency.  Jones  T.  Sudbury, 
8  FCC  2d  360,  10  RR  2d  114  (1967) . 

4.  Data  submitted  by  the  applicants 
indicate  that  there  would  be  a  significant 
difference  in  the  size  of  the  areas  and 
populations  which  would  receive  service 
from  the  proposals.  Consequently,  for 
the  purposes  of  comparison,  the  areas 
and  populations  which  would  receive  FM 
service  of  1  mV/m  or  greater  intensity, 
together  with  the  availability  of  other 
primary  aural  services  in  such  areas,  will 
be  considered  under  the  standard  com¬ 
parative  issue,  for  the  purpose  of  deter¬ 
mining  whether  a  comparative  prefer¬ 
ence  should  accrue  to  either  of  the  appli¬ 
cants.1 

5.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below’,  the  applicants  are  quali¬ 
fied  to  construct  and  operate  as  pro¬ 
posed.  However,  because  the  proposals 
are  mutually  exclusive,  they  must  be 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding  on  the  issues  specified  below'. 

6.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the 
applications  are  designated  for  hear¬ 
ing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding,  at  a 
time  and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  sub¬ 
sequent  Order,  upon  the  following  is¬ 
sues: 

(1)  To  determine  the  efforts  made 
by  Faith  Tabernacle,  Inc.  to  ascertain  the 
problems  of  labor  in  the  area  to  be  served 
and  the  means  by  which  the  applicant 
proposes  to  meet  those  problems. 

(2)  To  determine  which  of  the  pro¬ 
posals  would,  on  a  comparative  basis,  bet¬ 
ter  serve  the  public  interest. 

(3)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
Issues,  which  of  the  applications  should 
be  granted. 


1  Since  there  are  directions  where  the  ter¬ 
rain  is  such  that  negative  antenna  heights 
or  heights  below  100  feet  for  the  2-  to  10-mile 
sector  are  obtained,  a  supplemental  showing 
of  expected  coverage  must  be  Included  to¬ 
gether  with  a  description  of  the  method  em¬ 
ployed  in  predicting  such  coverage,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  Section  73.313(e)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  Rules. 


7.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  ap¬ 
plicants  herein,  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
opportunity  to  be  heard,  pursuant  to 
Section  1.221(c)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules,  in  person  or  by  attorney  shall, 
within  twenty  days  of  the  mailing  of  this 
Order,  file  with  the  Commission,  in  tripli¬ 
cate,  a  written  appearance  stating  an 
intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed 
for  the  hearing  and  to  present  evidence 
on  the  issues  specified  in  this  Order. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  ap¬ 
plicants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  Section 
311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.594  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing  (either  individually  or,  if  feasible 
and  consistent  with  the  Rules,  jointly) 
within  the  time  and  manner  prescribed 
in  such  rule,  and  shall  advise  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  the  publication  of  such  notice 
as  required  by  §  1.594(g)  of  the  Rules. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

Paul  Wm.  Putney, 

Acting  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.77-17259  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  21258  and  21259,  File  Nos. 

BPH-9366  and  BPH-9667] 

TOWN  AND  COUNTRY  RADIO.  INC.  AND 
CHERAW  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  Designat¬ 
ing  Applications  For  Consolidated  Hear¬ 
ing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Town  and  Coun¬ 
try  Radio.  Inc.,  Cheraw,  South  Carolina. 
Requests:  103.1  MHz.  Channel  276A; 
3kW  (H&V) ;  300  ft.  and  Cheraw  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Inc.,  Cheraw.  South 
Carolina.  Requests:  103.1  MHz,  Channel 
276A;  3kW  (H&V) ;  300  ft.  for  construc¬ 
tion  permits. 

Adopted:  June  3,  1977 
Released:  June  8,  1977 

1.  The  Commission  by  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  acting  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  has  before  it  for 
consideration  the  above -captioned  appli¬ 
cations  of  Town  and  Country  Radio,  In¬ 
corporated  [Town  and  Country],  licensee 
of  standard  broadcast  station  WCRE. 
Cheraw,  South  Carolina;  and  Cheraw 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.  [Cheraw 
Broadcasting],  requesting  a  construction 
permit  for  a  new  FM  broadcast  station 
in  Cheraw,  South  Carolina. 

2.  Section  73.210  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  specifies,  inter  alia,  that  the  main 
studio  of  an  FM  station  is  to  be  located 
within  the  community  of  license.  It  also 
provides  that  upon  sufficient  showing,  the 
main  studio  may  be  located  outside  the 
community.  Both  applicants  propose 
main  studios  outside  of  Cheraw,  Town 
and  Country  proposes  to  locate  its  main 
studio  and  transmitter  at  the  transmit¬ 
ter  site  of  station  WCRE  which  is  lo¬ 
cated  .2  miles  outside  of  the  city  limits. 
The  proposed  FM  station  will  duplicate 
a  substantial  amount  of  WCRE’s  pro¬ 
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gramming  and  utilize  personnel  of 
WCRE.  Cheraw  Broadcasting  proposes 
to  locate  its  main  studio  and  transmitter 
site  4.4  miles  south  of  Cheraw.  This  site 
is  located  on  a  main  highway  and  is 
within  approximately  five  minutes  driv¬ 
ing  time  from  downtown  Cheraw. 

The  proposed  studio  locations  are  con¬ 
venient  to  Cheraw  and  raise  no  possible 
question  of  de  facto  change  in  station 
location.  Under  these  circumstances,  we 
believe  that  adequate  justification  has 
been  provided  for  use  of  the  proposed 
studio  locations  if  either  of  the  applica¬ 
tions  is  granted.  Radio  Station  WIN I.  29 
FCC  2d  396  (1971). 

3.  Data  submitted  by  the  applicants 
indicate  that  there  would  be  a  significant 
difference  in  the  size  of  the  areas  and 
populations  which  would  receive  service 
from  the  proposals.  Consequently,  for 
the  purposes  of  comparison,  the  areas 
and  populations  which  would  receive  pri¬ 
mary  service,  together  with  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  other  primary  aural  services 
(1  mV/m  or  greater  in  the  case  of  FM » 
in  such  areas  will  be  considered  under 
the  standard  comparative  issue,  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  whether  a  com¬ 
parative  preference  should  accrue  to 
either  of  the  applicants. 

4.  Both  applicants  are  qualified  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  as  proposed.  How¬ 
ever,  because  the  proposals  are  mutually 
exclusive,  they  must  be  designated  for 
hearing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding  on 
the  issues  specified  below. 

5.  It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  applications  are 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  Order  on  the 
following  issues: 

(1)  To  determine  which  of  the  propo¬ 
sals  would,  on  a  comparative  basis,  better 
serve  the  public  interest. 

(2)  To  determine  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  forego¬ 
ing  issue,  which  of  the  applications  for 
construction  permit  should  be  granted. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  1221(c)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules, 
in  person,  or  by  attorney  shall,  within 
20  days  of  the  mailing  of  this  Order,  file 
with  the  Commission,  in  triplicate,  a 
written  appearance  stating  an  intention 
to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  present  evidence  on  the  issues 
specified  in  this  Order. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  appli¬ 
cants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.594  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  either  individually  or,  if  feasi¬ 
ble  and  consistent  with  the  Rules,  jointly, 
within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  in  such  Rule,  and  shall  advise 
the  Commission  of  the  publication  of 
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such  notice  as  required  by  S  1.594(g)  of 

the  rules. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace  E.  Johnson. 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

| PR  Doc.77-17258  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

|  Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No.  1848] 

FORWARDING  SERVICES,  INC. 

■  Order  of  Revocation 

By  letter  dated  May  11,  1977,  Mr.  John 
M.  Revolinski,  President,  Forwarding 
Services,  Inc.,  1310  Prairie,  Cotton  Ex¬ 
change  Bldg.,  Suite  704,  Houston,  TX 
77002  was  advised  by  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  that  Independent 
Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  License  No. 
1848  would  be  automatically  revoked  or 
suspended  unless  a  valid  surety  bond 
was  filed  with  the  Commission  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  8, 1977. 

Section  44(c),  Shipping  Act,  1916,  pro¬ 
vides  that  no  independent  ocean  freight 
forwarder  license  shall  remain  in  force 
unless  a  valid  bond  is  in  effect  and  on 
file  with  the  Commission.  Rule  510.9  of 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  General 
Order  4,  further  provides  that  a  license 
will  be  automatically  revoked  or  sus¬ 
pended  for  failure  of  a  licensee  to  main¬ 
tain  a  valid  bond  on  file. 

By  virtue  of  authority  vested  in  me  by 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission  as  set 
forth  in  Manual  of  Orders,  Commission 
Order  No.  201.1  (Revised)  Section  5.01 
(c)  dated  June  30, 1975 ; 

It  is  Ordered,  that  Independent  Ocean 
Freight  Forwarder  License  No.  1848 
issued  to  Forwarding  Services,  Inc.,  be 
returned  to  the  Commission  for  cancella¬ 
tion. 

It  is  Further  Ordered,  that  Independ¬ 
ent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  License 
No.  1848  be  and  is  hereby  revoked  effec¬ 
tive  June  8,  1977. 

It  is  Further  Ordered,  that  a  copy  of 
this  Order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  upon  Forwarding 
Sendees,  Inc. 

Leroy  F.  Fuller, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Certification  and  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.77-17290  Filed  6-15-77; 8:45  ami 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  RP73-77  (PGA77-6) 
(DCA77-2)  1 

ALABAMA-TENNESSEE  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 
Proposed  PGA  Rate  Adjustment 

June  8,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  19,  1977,  Ala¬ 
bama-Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Company 
i  Alabama-Tennessee) ,  P.O.  Box  918, 
Florence,  Alabama  35630,  tendered- for 
filing  as  part  of  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1,  Substitute 
Twenty-Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  3-A. 
This  revised  tariff  sheet  Is  proposed  to 
become  effective  as  of  July  1,  1977. 


Alabama-Tennessee  states  that  the 
sole  purpose  of  such  revised  tariff  sheet 
is  to  adjust  Alabama-Tennessee ’s  rates 
pursuant  to  the  PGA  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tions  20  and  22  of  the  General  Terms 
and  Conditions  of  its  tariff  to  reflect  in¬ 
creased  rates  to  become  effective  on 
July  1,  1977,  to  be  charged  by  its  sole 
supplier,  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline 
Company. 

The  revised  tariff  sheet  provides  for 
the  following  rates: 

Substitute  22nd. 
Rate  schedule :  revised  sheet  No.  3-A 

G-l  Demand. .  $1.78 

G-l  Commodity _ 115. 10# 

SG-1  Commodity _ 128. 10# 

1-1  Commodity _  120.95# 

Alabama-Tennessee  states  that  copies 
of  the  filing  have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its 
jurisdictional  customers  and  affected 
State  regulatory  Commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  NE„  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  S§  1.8  and  1.10.  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  June  22,  1977.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

( FR  Doc. 77  17213  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am  | 


|  Docket  No.  CP64-89  ] 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO.  AND  NATURAL 
GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  OF  AMERICA 

Petition  for  Declaratory  Order  or 

Alternatively  Petition  to  Amend  Further 

June  8,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  20, 1977,  Cities 
Service  Gas  Company  (Cities  Service), 
P.O.  Box  25128,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla¬ 
homa  73125,  and  Natural  Gas  Pipeline 
Company  of  America  (Natural),  122 
South  Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60603.  (Petitioners)  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP64-89  a  joint  petition  pursuant  to  §  1.7 
(c)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.7(c) )  for  a 
declaratory  order  declaring  that  the  gas 
purchased  by  Natural  from  the  Groskopf 
Well  in  the  Watonga-Chickasha  Trend 
field,  or  other  wells  in  the  field,  may  be 
exchanged  at  an  existing  exchange  point, 
the  Anthony  No.  1  Exchange  Point  in 
Grady  County,  Oklahoma,  under  their 
present  certificate  authorization  issued  in 
the  instant  docket  without  an  amend¬ 
ment  thereto,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  petition  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Petitioners  states  that  on  January  2. 
1964.  they  were  granted  authorization  to 


construct  and  operate  certain  facilities 
and  to  exchange  natural  gas  between 
themselves.  Under  the  terms  of  a  gas  ex¬ 
change  agreement  dated  September  30. 
1963,  Petitioners  exchange  up  to  40.000 
Mcf  of  gas  per  day  through  May  1,  1964, 
it  is  said.  Pursuant  to  the  Commission’s 
order  of  January  2.  1964,  as  amended. 
Petitioners  were  authorized  to  construct 
and  operate  certain  additional  exchange 
facilities,  and  exchange  60.000  Mcf  of  gas 
per  day  during  the  period  ending  May  1. 
1980,  pursuant  to  the  gas  exchange  agree¬ 
ment  dated  September  30,  1963.  as 
amended.  Applicant  indicates  that  on 
March  26,  1976,  the  Commission  au¬ 
thorized  the  establishment  of  the  An¬ 
thony  No.  1  Exchange  Point  in  the  Wa¬ 
tonga-Chickasha  Trend  Field  in  Grady 
County,  Oklahoma,  and  that  on  Febru¬ 
ary  26,  1976,  Petitioners  amended  the 
subject  gas  exchange  agreement  to  pro¬ 
vide  that  additional  gas  purchased  by 
Natural  from  the  Groskopf  well  also  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  Watonga-Chickasha  Field 
would  be  delivered  to  Cities  Service  for 
Natural’s  account  at  the  Anthony  No.  1 
exchange  point.  Petitioner  indicates  that 
it  did  not  amend  its  certificate  at  that 
time  because  the  total  volume  of  gas  ex¬ 
changed  at  Anthony  No.  1  exchange 
point  did  not  exceed  the  5,000  Mcf  per 
day  limit  for  said  exchange  point  or  the 
60.000  Mcf  per  day  limit  on  the  total 
volume  of  gas  exchanged.  Application  in¬ 
dicates  that  recent  communications  be¬ 
tween  the  Petitioners  have  now  created 
uncertainty  whether  the  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  should 
be  amended  to  provide  for  the  said  ex¬ 
change  point  even  though  the  total 
amount  of  gas  exchanged  does  not  exceed 
the  limit  authorized  for  this  exchange 
point. 

No  new  facilities  were  installed  by 
Cities  Service  to  effectuate  the  receipt  of 
vas  from  the  Groskopf  well,  and  Natural 
has  installed  at  its  expense  the  necessary 
gathering  facilities  to  deliver  the  volumes 
of  gas  from  the  Groskopf  well  to  the 
Anthony  No.  1  exchange  point,  it  is  said. 
Petitioners  state  that  since  they  antici¬ 
pate  that  volumes  of  gas  from  other  wells 
in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  Anthony 
No.  1  exchange  point  may  become  avail¬ 
able  to  Natural.  Petitioners  request  that 
no  amendment  to  the  certiflacte  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  is  needed. 

Petitioners  state  that  in  the  event  the 
Commission  determines  that  the  gas 
from  an  additional  well  or  wells  may 
not  be  exchanged  at  the  existing  ex¬ 
change  point  without  further  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  order  of  January  2,  1961. 
Petitioners,  in  the  alternative,  request 
hereby  further  amendment  of  said  order 
to  authorize  the  exchange  as  proposed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  should  on  or  before  June 
27,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washintgon,  D.C.  20426.  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
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(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commisison  will  be  considered  by 
It  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.77-17235  Filed  6^15-77.8:45  am] 


[Project  Wo.  1273] 

CITY  OF  PAROWAN,  UTAH 
Land  Withdrawal  (Additional),  Utah 
June  6, 1977. 

On  May  22,  1975,  the  City  of  Parowan. 
Utah,  filed  map  Exhibit  K,  sheet  1  (FPC 
No.  1273-2)  as  part  of  an  application  for 
new  license  (minor)  for  the  constructed 
Center  Creek  Project,  designated  as 
Project  No.  1273,  and  located  near  the 
City  of  Parowan  in  the  State  of  Utah. 

Therefore,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Section  24  of  the  Act  of 
June  10, 1920,  as  amended,  notice  is  here¬ 
by  given  that  the  land  hereinafter  de¬ 
scribed  Insofar  as  title  thereto  remains 
in  the  United  States  is,  from  the  date  of 
said  filing,  reserved  from  entry,  loca¬ 
tion  or  other  disposal  under  the  laws 
of  the  United  States  until  otherwise  di¬ 
rected  by  this  Commission  or  by  Con¬ 
gress: 

All  portions  of  the  following  described  sub¬ 
divisions  lying  within  the  project  boundary 
as  shown  on  map  Exhibit  K.  sheet  1  (FPC 
No.  1273-2) : 

Salt  Lake  Meridian,  Utah 

T.  34  S.,  R.8  W„ 

Sec.  30,  lots  2,  3,  4,  E»4SW»4; 

Sec.  31,  lots  1,2,3,  NE%NW»/4. 

T.  34  S.,  R.  9  W., 

Sec.  24,  lot  1,  SEy4NW>*; 

Sec.  25,  lots  1  and  5. 

The  total  area  of  U.S.  lands  affected 
by  -  this  notice  is  approximately  17.40 
acres.  Of  these  lands,  approximately 
17.32  acres  have  been  previously  reserved 
for  power  purposes  on  June  6,  1934,  for 
Project  No.  1273. 

Copies  of  the  aforementioned  map  ex¬ 
hibit  have  been  transmitted  to  the 
Geological  Survey,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement.  and  Forest  Service. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-17246  Filed  6  1 5-77; 8: 45  am] 
[Docket  No.  CP72  300 1 

COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 
AND  CONSOLIDATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Petition  to  Amend 

June  7,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  26,  1977,  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Columbia),  1700  MacCorkle  Avenue, 
S.  E„  Charleston,  West  Virginia  25314, 
and  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corpora¬ 


tion  (Consolidated) .  445  West  Main 
Street,  Clarksburg,  West  Virginia  26301, 
(Petitioners)  filed  In  Docket  No.  CP72- 
300  a  petition  to  amend  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  of  October  24,  1972,  issued 
in  the  instant  docket  (48  FPC  872)  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
so  as  to  authorize  the  exchange  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  between  Petitioners  at  seven 
additional  delivery  points  and  certain 
other  operational  changes,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to  amend 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Petitioners  indicate  that  on  October 
24,  1972,  the  Commission  authorized 
them  to  exchange  natural  gas  and  to 
construct  and  operate  certain  facilities 
for  such  exchanges.  Petitioners’  ex¬ 
change  agreement  dated  June  1,  1972 
was  filed  with  the  Commission  as  Co¬ 
lumbia’s  Volume  2  Rate  Schedule  X-35 
and  Consolidated’s  Volume  2  Rate 
Schedule  X-17,  it  is  said.  Petitioners 
state  that  they  have  amended  the  subject 
exchange  agreement  with  a  letter  agree¬ 
ment  dated  April  26,  1977. 

It  is  stated  that  Columbia  proposes  to 
deliver  gas  to  Consolidated  at  three  addi¬ 
tional  points: 

(1)  Up  to  150  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  to  Con¬ 
solidated's  three-inch  Line  No.  H  -20465  In 
Sandy  River  District,  McDowell  County,  West 
Virginia: 

(2)  Up  to  75  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  to  Consoli¬ 
dated's  six -inch  Line  No.  H- 181 55  In  Browns 
Creek  District,  McDowell  County,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia;  and 

(3)  Up  to  300  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  at  a  point 
near  Consolidated’s  WeU  No.  10842  In  Big 
Creek  District,  McDowell  County,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

The  interconnecting  facilities  required 
for  the  above  new  points  of  delivery 
would  be  constructed  by  Columbia  under 
authorization  issued  by  the  Commission 
chi  October  26,  1976  at  Docket  No.  CP77- 
33,  it  is  said. 

It  is  stated  that  Consolidated  proposes 
to  deliver  gas  to  Columbia  at  four  addi¬ 
tional  points : 

(1)  Columbia  has  Installed  Interconnect¬ 
ing  faculties  and  agrees  to  receive  gas  from 
Consolidated  at  the  W.  W.  McCoy  No.  1  Well 
at  the  connection  with  Columbia's  six-inch 
Line  No.  E-115  In  Washington  District,  Jack- 
son  County,  West  Virginia.  Volumes  received 
at  this  point  of  delivery  would  be  Included 
in  the  previously  authorized  maximum  ex¬ 
change  volume  of  1,000  Mcf  per  day; 

(2)  Up  to  500  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  to  Co¬ 
lumbia's  slx-lncb  Line  No.  V-45  In  Stafford 
District.  Mingo  County.  West  Virginia; 

<3)  Up  to  800  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  to  Colum¬ 
bia's  ten-inch  Line  R  In  Duval  District, 
Lincoln  County,  West  Virginia;  and 

(4)  Up  to  20  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  to  Colum¬ 
bia’s  two-inch  Line  No.  SW-3919  In  Malden 
District,  Kanawha  County,  West  Virginia. 

No  additional  facilities  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  deliver  gas  at  the  above  four 
additional  points,  it  is  said. 

Petitioners  state  that  the  volumes  of 
gas  to  be  exchanged  are  local  production 
needed  by  them  to  assist  in  maintaining 
adequate  and  reliable  service  to  their 
customers. 

Petitioners  further  request  the  follow¬ 
ing  changes  in  their  presently  effective 
tariffs: 


(1)  Redelivery  by  Columbia  In  Paragraph 
Sixth  thereof  shall  be  at  an  Interconnection 
between  Consolidated’s  Line  No.  TL-255  and 
Columbia's  Line  No.  EM-105  near  Its  Rock- 
port  Compressor  Station,  which  Is  the  point 
that  has  been  mutually  agreed  upon  for  such 
redelivery; 

(2)  In  Paragraph  Seventh  percent  retaln- 
age  to  be  reduced  from  20  percent  to  5  per¬ 
cent  due  to  the  current  cost  of  gas; 

(3)  In  Paragraph  Eighth  Provision  Is  made 
for  monthly  balancing  In  lieu  of  the  daily 
and  monthly  balancing  and  year  end  adjust¬ 
ment  previously  In  effect;  and 

(4)  In  Paragraph  Ninth  the  measurement 
pressure  base  Is  to  be  reduced  from  15.325 
psla  to  14.73  psla  In  conformity  with  the  cur¬ 
rent  operating  practice  of  Columbia  and 
Consolidated. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
June  29, 1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-17225  Filed  6- 15-77; 8. 45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP71-15  and  RF75  28 
(PGA77-V4)  (DCA77-2)  ] 

EAST  TENNESSEE  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Rate  Filing  Pursuant  to  Tariff  Rate 
Adjustment  Provisions 

June  8.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  16.  1977,  East 
Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Company  (East 
Tennessee)  tendered  for  filing  Twenty- 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  to  Sixth  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1  of  its  FPC  Gas  Tar¬ 
iff  to  be  effective  July  1,  1977. 

East  Tennessee  states  that  the  sole 
purpose  of  this  revised  tariff  sheet  is: 
(1)  to  adjust  East  Tennessee’s  rates  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  PGA  provision  in  Section 
22  of  the  General  Terms  and  Conditions 
to  reflect  increased  purchased  gas  costs 
resulting  from  a  rate  increase  filed  May 
16,  1977,  by  its  sole  supplier,  Tennessee 
Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Division  of 
Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee) ;  (2)  to  adjust 
East  Tennessee's  rates  for  a  negative 
Surcharge  for  Amortizing  the  Unrecov¬ 
ered  Purchased  Gas  Cost  Account  deter¬ 
mined  in  accord  with  Section  22.3  of  the 
General  Terms  and  Conditions  in  order 
to  reflect  the  flow-through  of  the  juris¬ 
dictional  portion  of  the  curtailment 
credits  received  from  Tennessee  for  the 
period  from  October  1,  1976  through 
March  31,  1977;  and  (3)  to  adjust  East 
Tennessee’s  rates  pursuant  to  §  24.8  of 
the  General  Terms  and  Conditions  to 
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recover  curtailment  credits  given  its 
customers. 

East  Tennessee  states  that  copies  of 
the  filing  have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its 
jurisdictional  customers  and  affected 
state  regulatory  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §S  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  22,  1977.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene;  provided, 
however,  that  any  person  who  has  previ¬ 
ously  filed  a  petition  to  Intervene  in  this 
proceeding  is  not  required  to  file  a  fur¬ 
ther  petition.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-17289  Piled  8-16-77; 8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CP77-406] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Application 

June  8, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  23,  1977,  El 
Paso  Natural  Oas  Company  (Applicant) , 
P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Paso,  Texas  79978, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP77-408  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  transportation  and  delivery  of 
up  to  10,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day 
for  Southwest  Gas  Corporation  (South¬ 
west)  on  a  best  effort,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  transport  the 
proposed  volumes  of  gas  for  Southwest 
capacity  as  may  otherwise  exist  from 
time '  to  time  in  Applicant’s  interstate 
pipeline  system  pursuant  to  the  terms  of 
a  gas  transportation  agreement  dated 
May  4,  1977,  between  Applicant  and 
Southwest. 

It  is  stated  that  Southwest  has  con¬ 
tracted  with  Kimbark  Operating  Com¬ 
pany  (Kimbark),  a  small  producer,  to 
purchase  the  natural  gas  production 
from  seven  wells  in  the  San  Juan  Basin 
production  area.  San  Juan  County,  New 
Mexico,  and  La  Plata  County,  Colorado, 
and  that  Applicant  is  advised  that  the 
aggregate  initial  productive  capability  of 
the  seven  Kimbark  wells  is  projected  to 
be  approximately  1,800  Mcf  per  day  dur¬ 
ing  the  first  year. 

Applicant  states  that  it  would  gather, 
process  and  transport  the  gas  that 
Southwest  would  purchase  from  the 
seven  wells  on  a  best  efforts  basis  through 
the  use  of  its  existing  facilities  and  that 
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It  would  deliver  equivalent  quantities,  less 
shrinkage,  to  Southwest  at  existing  de¬ 
livery  points  on  Its  mainline  transmission 
system.  Applicant  Indicates  that  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  terms  of  the  gas  transporta¬ 
tion  agreement  it  may  retain  10  percent 
of  the  total  number  of  Btu’s  contained 
in  the  gas  which  it  receives  for  South¬ 
west’s  account  as  compensation  for  such 
shrinkage  as  Occurs  in  the  gathering  and 
processing  of  such  gas  prior  to  its  in¬ 
troduction  into  Applicant’s  mainline 
transmission  system  and  an  additional 
5  percent  of  the  Btu’s  contained  in  such 
gas  after  giving  effect  to  the  reduction 
for  field  shrinkage  as  compensation  for 
compressor  fuel  usage  and  gas  lost  or 
unaccounted  for  in  the  transportation  of 
such  gas  through  applicant’s  mainline 
system. 

It  is  stated  that  Applicant  has  agreed 
to  acquire  the  right-of-way  for,  and  to 
construct,  own  and  operate  certain  gath¬ 
ering  pipelines  and  appurtenances  there¬ 
to  which  are  necessary  to  attach  6  of  the 
Kimbark  wells  to  Applicant’s  existing 
San  Juan  Basin  gathering  system,  and 
that  Southwest  has  agreed  to  construct 
gathering  facilities  necessary  to  connect 
the  remaining  well  (Kimbark-Penrose 
No.  1)  to  Applicant’s  system.  Applicant 
would  construct  the  necessary  metering 
facilities  for  all  of  the  wells  to  be  at¬ 
tached  to  Applicant’s  system.  It  is  said. 
Applicant  states  that  Southwest  has 
agreed  to  reimburse  Applicant  for  the 
actual  cost  of  acquiring  such  rights-of- 
way  and  its  construction  of  the  gathering 
facilities  (estimated  to  be  some  $175,550) 
together  with  associated  carrying 
charges  and  related  Federal  and  state 
taxes,  including  income  taxes,  through 
the  payment  of  a  facilities  surcharge 
on  the  transportation  gas  volumes. 

It  is  stated  that  Southwest  would  pay 
Applicant  the  following  charges: 

(a)  for  each  Mcf  of  transportation  gas  de¬ 
livered  by  Applicant  at  delivery  points  In  the 
State  of  Arizona,  the  rate  In  effect  and  re- 
flected  from  time  to  time  as  the  “Mainline 
Transmission  Charge,  Arizona”  set  forth  on 
Sheet  No.  1-D.2  of  Applicant’s  FPC  Oas  Tariff, 
Third  Revised  Volume  No.  2,  or  superseding 
sheet  or  tariff;  and 

(b)  for  each  Mcf  of  transportation  gas  de¬ 
livered  by  Applicant  at  the  delivery  point  on 
the  boundary  between  the  States  of  Arizona 
and  Nevada,  the  rate  In  effect  and  reflected 
from  time  to  time  as  the  “Mainline  Trans¬ 
mission  Charge,  Nevada”  set  forth  on  Sheet 
No.  1-D.2  of  Applicant’s  FPC  Oas  Tariff,  Third 
Revised  Volume  No.  2,  or  superseding  sheet  or 
tariff. 

As  compensation  for  the  gathering  and 
processing  operations  to  be  performed  by 
Applicant  on  Southwest’s  behalf  through 
the  use  of  existing  facilities  in  Applicant’s 
San  Juan  Basin  field  gathering  system. 
Southwest  would  pay  Applicant  the  rates 
in  effect  and  reflected  from  time  to  time 
as  the  production  area  charge,  field 
gathering  and  the  production  area 
charge,  processing,  respectively,  it  is  said. 

It  is  stated  that  to  the  extent  that  the 
quantity  of  transportation  gas  available 
to  Southwest  on  any  day  exceeds  its  need 
for  additional  gas  supplies  to  serve  its 
customers’  priority  1.  2,  and  3  end-use 
requirements,  Southwest  would  sell  such 
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excess  gas  to  Applicant  at  Applicant’s 
receipt  points  and  that  on  any  day  when 
Applicant  is  (1)  rendering  transportation 
service  thereunder  for  Southwest  and  (ti) 
otherwise  allocating  gas  to  Southwest  for 
service  to  Southwest’s  priority  3  cus¬ 
tomers,  Southwest  would  also  sell  to  Ap¬ 
plicant  at  Applicant’s  receipt  points  a 
quantity  of  gas  equal  to  25  percent  of  the 
aggregate  quantity  of  transportation  gas 
which  Southwest  is  tendering  to  Appli¬ 
cant  if  such  sale  would  require  Southwest 
provided,  however,  that  Southwest  would 
not  be  obligated  to  sell  such  25  percent 
quantity  or  any  portion  thereof  to  Appli¬ 
cant  if  such  sale  would  require  Southwest 
to  curtail  or  interrupt  service  to  its  own 
priority  1  and  2  customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  27, 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and-  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without  fur¬ 
ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-17247  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP74-126[ 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Petition  to  Amend 

June  8, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  26,  1977,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (Petitioner) , 
P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Paso,  Texas  79978, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP74-126  a  petition 
to  amend  the  Commission’s  order  of 
April  2,  1975,  as  amended,  issued  in  the 
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instant  docket  (53  FPC  pursuant 

to  Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  so 
as  to  authorize  the  Lea  No.  3  exchange 
point  located  in  Lea  County,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  as  a  new  exchange  point  between 
Petitioner  and  Natural  Gas  Pipeline 
Company  of  America  (Natural),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Petitioner  indicates  that  pursuant  to 
the  Commission’s  order  issued  April  2, 
1975,  as  amended,  at  Docket  Nos.  CP74- 
126  and  CP74-162,  Petitioner  and  Nat¬ 
ural,  respectively,  were  granted  authori¬ 
zation  to  construct  and  operate  facilities 
and  to  exchange  gas  in  quantities  ag¬ 
gregating  up  to  65,000  Mcf  daily.  Peti¬ 
tioner  states  that  since  the  issuance  of 
such  authorizations,  Natural  has  ac¬ 
quired  additional  gas  supplies  in  prox¬ 
imity  to  Petitioner’s  gathering  system 
in  Lea  County,  New  Mexico.  In  order  to 
avoid  construction  of  gathering  facilities 
which  would  be  duplicative  of  Petition¬ 
er’s  existing  gathering  facilities  in  such 
area,  as  well  as  the  incurrance  of  the 
associated  costs,  and  to  aid  Natural  in 
the  maintenance  of  natural  gas  service 
to  customers  served  from  its  pipeline 
system,  Petitioner  and  Natural  have  exe¬ 
cuted  amendatory  agreement  no.  7  dated 
April  28,  1977,  further  amending  the  gas 
exchange  agreement  dated  September  24, 
as  previously  amended,  it  is  said. 

Pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the  amenda¬ 
tory  agreement  no.  7,  Natural  would 
deliver,  or  cause  the  delivery  of,  ex¬ 
change  gas  to  Petitioner  for  Natural’s 
account  from  the  Mark  Production  Fed¬ 
eral  E  No.  1  Well,  which  is  presently 
connected  to  Petitioner’s  existing  gath¬ 
ering  system  located  in  Lea  County, 
New  Mexico  (Lea  No.  3  exchange  point) . 
It  is  stated  that  Natural  would  reim¬ 
burse  Petitioner  for  50  percent  of  the 
total  costs  and  expenses  incurred  by  Pe¬ 
titioner  for  labor  and  materials  utilized 
in  the  installation  of  measurement  and 
pipeline  facilities  required  to  connect 
said  well  to  Petitioner’s  existing  gather¬ 
ing  system.  The  total  costs  to  be  shared 
by  Petitioner  and  Natural  are  $52,450, 
and  the  facilities  would  be  used  to  con¬ 
nect  the  Mark  Production  Federal  E 
Well  No.  1  to  Petitioner’s  existing  gath¬ 
ering  system,  it  is  said. 

Petitioner  states  that  the  gathering 
facilities  it  has  constructed  in  order  to 
attach  the  Mark  Production  Federal  E 
Well  No.  1  to  its  existing  gathering  sys¬ 
tem  are  as  follows: 

Approximately  1.46  miles  of  4  Vi  inch  O.D. 
pipeline,  with  appurtenances,  including  a 
4  Vi  inch  O.D.  standard  orifice  meter  run, 
commencing  at  the  wellhead  of  the  Mark 
Production  Federal  E  Weil  No.  1  and  termi¬ 
nating  at  a  point  of  interconnection  with 
the  existing  6%  inch  O.D.  Petroleum  Cor¬ 
poration’s  McKay  West  Federal  No.  1  well-tie 
pipeline  in  Lea  County,  New  Mexico. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
June  29,  1977  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 


Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  heaing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|  FR  Doc  77-17248  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CS73-34) 

GREAT  SOUTHERN  OIL  &  GAS  CO.,  INC. 

Petition  for  Waiver 

June  8,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Great  Southern  Oil 
&  Gas  Co.,  Inc.  (Applicant),  P.O.  Box 
52957,  OCS,  Lafayette,  Louisiana  70505, 
filed  a  petition  for  waiver  of  §  157.40(c) 
of  the  Commission’s  Regulations. 

Applicant  states  that  insofar  as  he 
may  make  any  sales  of  gas  produced  from 
properties  acquired  from  Edgewater  Oil 
Co.,  Inc.,  a  small  producer  which  had  in 
turn  acquired  its  interest  from  Monter¬ 
rey  Pipe  Line  Company,  a  large  producer, 
he  will  not  seek  a  higher  price  than  the 
applicable  ceiling  rate  established  by  the 
Commission  for  comparable  sales  by 
large  producers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  June  30, 1977 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  party  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  the  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein,  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-17232  Filed  6-!5-77;8:45  am| 


|  Docket  No.  CI77-600] 

HUNT  OIL  CO. 

Limited-Term  Certificate  Application 

June  8,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  19,  1977, 
Hunt  Oil  Company  (Hunt),  2900  First 
National  Bank  Building,  1401  Elm  Street, 
Dallas,  Texas,  75202,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CI77-500  an  application  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
limited-term  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity,  with  pregranted 
abandonment,  authorizing  the  sale  of  gas 
to  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  attrib¬ 
utable  to  Hunt’s  gas  production  from 
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the  John  R.  Zavesky  Well  No.  1,  Karnes 
County,  Texas,  pursuant  to  the  terms  of 
that  certain  contract  dated  January  5, 
1977.  It  is  Hunt’s  understanding  that 
United  will  transport  such  gras  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  for  resale  for  ultimate 
public  consumption. 

Hunt  states  that  it  intends  to  contract 
for  the  sale  of  gas  from  the  John  R. 
Zavesky  Well  No.  1  with  an  Intrastate 
gas  purchaser  at  the  end  of  the  period 
of  this  application.1 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application,  on  or  before  June  30,  1977, 
should  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1:10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  Protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein,  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-17244  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  ami 


(Docket  No.  ER77-400] 

IOWA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 

Cancellation 

June  8,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Iowa  Public  Service 
Company  (Iowa)  on  May  23,  1977,  tend¬ 
ered  for  filing  a  cancellation  of  service 
supplied  by  Iowa  to  Farmers  Cooperative 
Light  and  Power  Company,  located  at 
Goldfield,  Iowa.  Iowa  indicates  that  said 
agreement  is  to  be  cancelled  by  its  own 
terms  as  of  July  25, 1977,  and  that  Hum¬ 
boldt  County  Rural  Electric  Cooperative 
is  to  be  the  successor  in  Interest  of  Farm- 


1  Applicant  proposes  to  sell  and  deliver  to 
United  up  to  1,000  Met  at  gas  per  day  at 
$1.90  per  Mcf  at  14.66  peta. 
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are  on  Ale  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  insifection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  77-17228  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  RP76-90J 

KANSAS-NEBRASKA  NATURAL  GAS 
COMPANY,  INC. 

Proposed  Revised  Tariff  Sheets 

June  8.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  27,  1977. 
Kansas -Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  <  Kansas-Nebraska  > .  300  N.  St. 
Joseph  Avenue,  Hastings,  Nebraska 
68901,  proposes,  pursuant  to  Section  4 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  the  withdrawal 
of  certain  Tariff  Sheets  presently  under 
suspension  and  the  substitution  therefor 
of  Revised  Tariff  Sheets,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  May  27,  19^7,  filing 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Kansas-Nebraska  states  that  on  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976,  it  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  the  following  revised  tariff 
sheets  to  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1  to  be  effective  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1977: 

Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  14 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  24 
Original  Sheet  No.  24A 
Original  Sheet  No.  24B 
Original  Sheet  No.  24C 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  25 
Original  Sheet  Nos.  33  through  37 

According  to  Kansas-Nebraska  these 
tariff  sheets  contain  a  proposed  plan  for 
allocating  Kansas-Nebraska’s  delivery 
capability  on  a  non-discriminatory  basis. 
By  order  of  the  Commission  issued  Jan¬ 
uary  26,  1977,  these  tariff  sheets  were  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  and  suspended  until 
July  1,  1977. 

Subsequent  to  the  December  27.  1976 
filing  and  during  the  hearings  held  on 
the  issue  of  whether  the  proposed  filing 
should  be  acted  upon  under  Section  7  or 
Section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  Kan¬ 
sas-Nebraska  claims  that  it  stated  Its 
intention  of  making  certain  changes  in 
the  filed  tariff  sheets.  Accordingly, 
Kansas-Nebraska  requests  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  tariff  sheets  submitted  on  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976  be  withdrawn: 


through  4.  In  addition,  the  phrase  “more 
than  50  Mcf"  In  Step  7  has  been  changed  to 
“50  Mcf  or  more.” 

Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  24B. 
Kansas-Nebraska  states  that  a  clause  has 
been  added  to  clarify  when  notice  Is  to  be 
given  In  force  maleure  situations. 

Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  24C. 
Kansas-Nebraska  states  that  the  addition  of 
material  on  proceeding  sheets  moves  the 
lines  at  the  bottom  of  Original  Sheet  No.  24B 
onto  Sheet  No.  21C.  There  Is  no  other  change 
on  this  sheet. 

In  addition,  Kansas-Nebraska  has 
filed  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  15.  Kan¬ 
sas-Nebraska  states  that  an  additional 
sentence  has  been  added  to  Section  5  of 
Rate  Schedule  IOR-1  and  IOR-2  to  deal 
with  curtailment  of  gas  under  the  IOR 
Rate  Schedule. 

Kansas-Nebraska  requests  that  the 
tendered  tariff  sheets  be  suspended  un¬ 
til  July  1.  1977,  in  conformance  with  the 
Commission's  order  of  January  26,  1977, 
and  Kansas-Nebraska  further  requests 
such  waivers  of  the  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions  as  are  necessary,  particularly  a 
waiver  of  S  154.66,  to  assure  an  effective 
date  of  July  1.  1977. 

Kansas-Nebraska  states  that  a  copy 
of  this  filing  is  mailed  to  each  of  Kan¬ 
sas-Nebraska’s  customers  and  interested 
state  commissions  and  all  parties  of  rec¬ 
ord  in  Docket  No.  RP76-90  and  that  a 
copy  of  this  filing  is  also  available  for 
publis  inspection  in  a  convenient  form 
and  place  at  Kansas-Nebraska’s  offices 
at  Hastings,  Nebraska  and  Phillipsburg, 
Kansas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filing  should  on  or  before  June  20.  1977, 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


ers  Cooperative  Light  and  Power  Com¬ 
pany.  Iowa  indicates  that  it  has  supplied 
electric  energy  at  wholesale  under  an 
agreement  dated  July  25,  1972,  desig¬ 
nated  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  21,  as  sup¬ 
plemented. 

Iowa  proposed  an  effective  date  of  can¬ 
cellation  of  this  service  of  July  25,  1977. 

Iowa  indicates  that  a  copy  of  the  no¬ 
tice  of  cancellation  has  been  mailed  to 
Farmers  Cooperative  Light  and  Power 
Company  and  Humboldt  County  Rural 
Electric  Cooperative. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Pow'er  Commission.  825  North  Capital 
Street,  NE.f  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 
in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  LID.  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  June  16,  1977.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

I  FR  Doc.77-17222  Filed  8-  15-77, 8:45  am] 


KANSAS  CITY  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

[Docket  No.  ER77-406J 

Filing  of  Change  in  Rate  Schedule 

June  7, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  27, 1977,  Kan¬ 
sas  City  Power  &  Light  Company  ( KCPL) 
tendered  for  filing  a  Municipal  Whole¬ 
sale  Firm  Power  Contract  dated  May  9. 
1977,  between  KCPL  and  the  City  of 
Slater,  Missouri.  KCPL  requests  an  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  June  27.  1977.  KCPL  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  Contract  terminates  the 
Municipal  Wholesale  Firm  Power  Con¬ 
tract,  dated  December  11,  1967,  KCPL 
Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  64,  and  provides 
for  rates  and  charges  for  wholesale  firm 
power  service  by  KCPL  to  the  City  of 
Slater. 

KCPL  states  that  the  proposed  rates 
are  KCPL’s  rates  and  charges  for  simi¬ 
lar,  service  under  schedules  previously 
filed  by  KCPL  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington.  D.C.  29426.  in 
accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  orprotests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  17,  1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 


First  Revised  Sheet  No.  24 
Original  Sheet  No.  24A 
Original  Sheet  No.  24B 
Original  Sheet  No.  24C 

In  substitution  thereof,  Kansas-Ne¬ 
braska  proposes  the  following  revised 
tariff  sheets: 

First  Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No. 
24.  Kansas-Nebraska  states  that  the  last  sen¬ 
tence  of  Section  13.b.(2)  has  been  revised  to 
clarify  when  the  replacement  of  an  existing 
generating  unit  is  considered  an  additional 
sale. 

Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  24A. 
Kansas-Nebraska  states  that  an  additional 
sentence  was  added  to  place  a  limitation  on 
the  amount  of  gas  Kansas-Nebraska  would 
be  permitted  to  Inject  Into  storage  when  re¬ 
ducing  deliveries  to  customers  In  Steps  1 
’  \ 


[  FR  Doc.77  1 7240  Filed  6-16-77;  8 : 45  am ] 


[Docket  No.  ER77-404 1 

LOUISIANA  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Proposed  Electric  System  Interconnection 
Agreement 

June  7.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  31,  1977,  the 
Louisiana  Power  &  Light  Company 
(LP&L)  tendered  for  filing  an  Electric 
System  Interconnection  Agreement 
dated  May  24,  1977.  According  to  LP&L 
the  agreement  provides  for  the  delivery 
of  emergency  electric  service  to  the  City 
of  Monroe.  Louisiana  (City),  and  also 
provides  when  elected  by  the  City,  service 
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schedules  for  Reserve  Capacity,  Supple¬ 
mental  Power,  Surplus  Power,  Economy 
Power,  and  Transmission  Service.  LP&L 
indicates  that  the  City  will  continue  tak¬ 
ing  only  emergency  assistance  service. 

LP&L  states  that  the  City  is  experi¬ 
encing  a  shortage  of  fuel  and  problems 
with  generation  which  may  require  ex¬ 
tensive  emergency  assistance  immedi¬ 
ately  and  therefore  requests  waiver  of 
the  Commission’s  formal  notice  require¬ 
ments.  LP&L  further  states  that  there  is 
no  change  in  the  facilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  22,  1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a  pe- 
tion  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|  FR  Doc.77-17226  Filed  6  15-77; 8: 45  am] 


(Docket  No.  C177-5101 

McCORMICK  1975  OIL  AND  GAS 
PROGRAM,  ET  AL. 

Limited-Term  Certificate  Application 
June  8,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  20,  1977,  Mc¬ 
Cormick  1975  Oil  and  Gas  Program,  et 
al.  (Applicants)  1204  Tenneco  Building, 
Houston,  Texas  77002  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CI77-510  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  a  limited-term  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  with  pre¬ 
granted  abandonment,  for  the  sale  of  gas 
produced  from  certain  leases  in  the 
West  Beckville  Held  Area.  Panola 
County,  Texas  to  United  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Company,  pursuant  to  a  gas  purchase 
contract  dated  May  4, 1977. 

Applicants  are  the  sellers  under  that 
certain  gas  purchase  contract  with 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  dated 
May  4,  1977  West  Beckville  Field  Area, 
Panola  County,  Texas. 

Applicants  state  that  no  construction 
of  facilities  is  necessary  to  take  deliveries 
of  gas  from  Applicants. 

Applicants  are  advised  that  United 
Gas  has  an  existing  gas  supply  emer¬ 
gency  on  its  system  and  the  proposed 
1  year  gas  sale  contract  sought  herein  is 
needed  to  assist  United  Gas  in  meeting 
Its  commitments  to  its  customers.  Ap¬ 
plicants  indicate  that  they  have  no  sub¬ 
sequent  commitment  of  the  subject  gas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application,  on  or  before  June  30,  1977, 
should  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord- 


NOTICES 

ance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
herein,  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  application  if  no  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein, .  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|  FR  Doc  .77- 1 7245  Filed  6  - 1 5-77;  8 : 46  am  1 


(Docket  No  ER76— 46( 

MONTAUP  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Filing  of  Refund  Report 

June  8,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  31,  1977 
Montaup  Electric  Company  (Montaup) 
tendered  for  filing  a  refund  report  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  order 
approving  a  settlement  agreement  in 
the  captioned  proceeding  entered  on 
February  25,  1977. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  comments 
with  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  on  or  before  June  27,  1977. 
Comments  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken.  Copies  of  this 
agreement  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doe  77-17241  Filed  6-16-77:8:46  am( 


|  Docket  No.  RP74-100  (PGA77-6)  ] 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 
Proposed  PGA  Rate  Adjustment 

June  8,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  25,  1977,  Na¬ 
tional  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(National)  tendered  for  filing  as  part 
of  its  FPC  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No. 


1,  Substitute  Twelfth  Revised  8heet  No. 
4,  proposed  to  be  effective  July  1,  1977. 

National  states  that  the  sole  purpose 
of  this  revised  tariff  sheet  is  to  adjust 
National’s  rates  pursuant  to  the  PGA 
provisions  in  Section  17  of  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions.  National  further 
states  that  such  tariff  sheet  reflects  an 
adjustment  in  Nation’s  rates  of  20 
cents  per  Mcf  on  Substitute  Twelfth  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  4. 

It  is  stated  that  copies  of  the  filing 
have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its  jurisdic¬ 
tional  customers  and  affected  state  reg¬ 
ulatory  commissions.  * 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §5  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  June  22,  1977.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

| FR  Doc .77- 17238  Filed  6-16-77:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  RP76-  158]  . 

NORTH  PENN  GAS  CO. 

Certification  of  Settlement  Agreement 

June  7,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  11,  1977,  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 
certified  to  the  Commission  a  proposed 
Stipulation  and  Agreement  for  Settle¬ 
ment  of  Rate  Proceeding  together  with 
the  record  in  the  proceeding.  The  pro¬ 
posed  agreement  disposes  of  all  issues 
in  the  proceeding. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  settlement  agreement  should 
file  comments  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  1, 1977,  reply  comments  are  due 
no  later  than  July  15,  1977.  Comments 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken.  Copies  of  this  agreement  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary 

| FR  Doc  77-17244  Filed  6-16-77:8:45  am| 


(Docket  No.  ER77-43) 

PACIFIC  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge’s  Cer¬ 
tification  of  Proposed  Settlement  to 
Commission 

June  8,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  17, 1977,  Pre¬ 
siding  Administrative  Law  Judge  Isaac 
D.  Benkin  <ALJ'  certified  to  the  Com- 
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mission,  pursuant  to  S  1.18  of  the  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a  contract 
between  Pacific  Power  ft  Light  Company 
(PP&L)  and  Montana  Light  ft  Power 
Company  (MLftP)  relating  to  rates  for 
electric  power  sales  between  those  two 
parties.  The  AU  indicates  that  the  con¬ 
tract.  which  has  been  executed  by  both 
parties,  carries  a  May  1,  1977,  effective 
date.  The  ALJ  also  indicates  that  the 
contract  has  been  submitted  by  counsel 
for  PPftL  as  a  settlement  of  all  issues  in 
dispute  in  this  proceeding. 

According  to  the  ALJ  the  proceeding 
was  initiated  on  November  5,  1976  by 
PP&L’s  filing  of  a  rate  schedule  for  sales 
of  electricity  to  MLftP.  Moreover,  states 
the  ALJ,  prior  to  that  date,  service  to 
ML&P  had  been  governed  by  a  letter 
agreement,  dated  February  3,  1973,  and 
that  under  that  agreement,  PPftL  had 
supplied  electric  power  to  ML&P  on  a 
month-to-month  basis.  The  ALJ  indi¬ 
cates  that  by  order  issued  February  4, 
1977,  the  Commission  suspended  the 
PP&L  filing  until  July  7,  1977,  and  di¬ 
rected  that  a  hearing  to  be  held  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  rates  contained  in 
the  November  5,  1976,  filing  are  just  and 
reasonable. 

According  to  the  ALJ,  althoi^h  not 
expressly  stated  in  the  May  1,  1977, 
agreement,  the  terms  contained  therein 
presumably  supersede  those  in  the  PP&L 
filing  and  that  if  deemed  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable  by  the  Commission,  therefore, 
the  agreement  would  render  moot  the 
issues  set  down  for  hearing  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  February  3,  1973  order. 

Any  person  wishing  to  do  so  may  sub¬ 
mit  comments  in  writing  concerning  the 
above  filing.  Comments  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  and  should  be 
submitted  on  or  before  June  20,  1977. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-17234  Filed  6-16-77:8:45  ami 


(Docket  No.  ER76-505] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.  OF  NEW 
HAMPSHIRE 

Rate  Schedule  Supplements 

June  8,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Public  Service  Com¬ 
pany  of  New  Hampshire  on  April  19, 1977 
tendered  for  filing,  purportedly  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission  order 
issued  March  18,  1977  approving  the 
Settlement  Agreement  in  Docket  No. 
ER76-505,  rate  schedule  supplements  in 
connection  with  the  following  rate 
schedules : 

Concord  Electric  Company,  FPC  No.  24 
Town  of  Ashland,  New  Hampshire,  FPC  No.  28 
The  New  Hampton  (New  Hampshire)  Village 
Precinct,  FPC  No.  29 

Exeter  &  Hampton  Electric  Company,  PFC 
No.  35 

New  Hampshire  Electric  Cooperative.  Inc., 
FPC  Noe.  60  &  71 


Town  of  Wolfeboro,  New  Hampshire,  FPC  No. 

72 

The  Public  Service  Company  of  New 
Hampshire  states  that  copies  of  this 
filing  have  been  furnished  to  each  of  the 
customers  listed  and  the  New  Hampshire 
Public  Utilities  Commission  and  the 
Vermont  Public  Service  Board. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  on 
whether  said  filing  is  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission  order  issued  March  18, 
1977,  should  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  protest  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  IS  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  and  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  pro¬ 
tests  should  be  filed  on  or  before  June 
17,  1977.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  77-17233  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  ami 


{Docket  No.  ID-1813] 

S.  HALE  LULL 
Application 

June  7,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  12,  1977,  S. 
Hale  Lull,  Vice  President  of  Northeast 
Utilities  Service  Company,  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold  the  fol¬ 
lowing  positions: 

Vice  President,  The  Connecticut  Light  and 
Power  Company,  Public  UtUlty. 

Vice  President,  The  Hartford  Electric  Light 
Company,  Public  UtUlty. 

Vice  President,  Western  Massachusetts  Elec¬ 
tric  Company,  Public  UtUlty. 

Vice  President,  Holyoke  Water  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  Public  UtUlty. 

Vice  President,  Holyoke  Power  and  Electric 
Company,  Public  UtUlty. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  NE..  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  19  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  1,  1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-17227  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am | 


(Docket  No.  E -6859 1 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  EDISON  CO.  AND 
PACIFIC  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Proposed  Agreement 

June  8,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  26,  1976. 
Southern  California  Edison  Company 
(Edison)  filed  a  letter  of  agreement  con¬ 
cerning  payments  for  headwater  bene¬ 
fits  furnished  by  Edison  to  Pacific  Gas 
and  Electric  Company  (Pacific).  Pacific 
proposed  to  increase  its  annual  head¬ 
water  payments  to  Edison  from  $72,000 
to  $83,000  commencing  with  the  pay¬ 
ment  for  1972.  Edison  and  Pacific  agree 
that  this  increased  payment  shall  re¬ 
main  in  effect  for  a  minimum  of  five 
annual  payments.  Thereafter,  the  an¬ 
nual  payments  amount  may  be  reviewed 
and  readjusted  upon  the  written  re¬ 
quest  of  either  party  to  the  other  in  or¬ 
der  to  provide  for  revisions  that  may  be 
appropriate  by  reason  of  changes  in  fa¬ 
cilities,  cost  of  interest,  depreciation,  or 
maintenance,  or  in  pertinent  operating 
condition^  which  might  result  in  changes 
in  benefits:  provided  that  any  future  re¬ 
adjustment  shall  be  applied  only  pro¬ 
spectively  to  payments  made  after  the 
date  of  the  readjustment,  and  shall  also 
remain  in  effect  for  a  minimum  of  five 
annual  payments. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  proposed  agreement  should 
file  comments  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street. 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  22,  1977. 

Comments  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken.  Copies  of  this 
agreement  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|  FR  Doc.77-17242  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


| Docket  No.  RP73— 64  (PGA77-2)  (DCA77-2) 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 

June  8,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Southern  Natural 
Gas  Company  (Southern),  on  May  17, 
1977,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Sixth  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1,  to  become  effective 
July  1,  1977.  Such  filing  is  pursuant  to 
Section  17  (Purchased  Gas  Adjustment) 
of  the  General  Terms  and  Conditions  of 
Southern’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Sixth  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1.  The  proposed 
changes  would  increase  Southern’s  rates 
as  a  result  of  the  following  items : 

(1)  A  Current  Adjustment,  pursuant 
to  Section  17.3  of  the  General  Terms  and 
Conditions  of  Southern’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
for  an  increase  in  cost  of  purchased  gas 
to  jurisdictional  customers  of  $52,992,- 
170  or  11.190  cents  per  Mcf. 

(2)  A  Surcharge  Adjustment  for  Pur¬ 
chased  Gas  Costs,  pursuant  to  Section 
17.4  of  the  General  Terms  and  Conditions 
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of  Southern's  F PC  Gas  Tariff,  for  Unre¬ 
covered  Purchased  Gas  Costs  of  6.78 
cents  per  Mcf,  which  is  a  net  increase  of 
1.905  cents  per  Mcf  above  the  present 
Surcharge  Adjustment.  The  Surcharge 
Adjustment  is  made  up  of  two  parts.  The 
first  part  of  3.603  cents  per  Mcf  is  for  all 
unrecovered  purchased  gas  costs  in  the 
Unrecovered  Purchased  Gas  Cost  Ac¬ 
count  as  of  March  31,  1977  except  those 
unrecovered  costs  due  to  Opinion  No. 
770-A.  The  second  part,  or  3.165  cents 
per  Mcf,  is  the  Surcharge  Adjustment  for 
unrecovered  purchased  gas  costs  due  to 
Opinion  No.  770-A  for  increases  effective 
July  27,  1976  through  December  31,  1976 
and  will  be  in  effect  for  the  entire  year 
of  1977. 

(3)  A  Surcharge  Adjustment  for  esti¬ 
mated  Demand  Charge  Credits  pursuant 
to  Section  9.6(3)  of  the  General  Terms 
and  Conditions  of  Southern’s  FPC  Gas 
Tariff  of  2.344  cents  per  Mcf. 

Copies  of  the  filing  are  being  served 
upon  the  company’s  jurisdictional  cus¬ 
tomers  and  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE„  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10) .  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  22, 1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-17237  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 
[Docket  No.  CP77-411 1 

SOUTHWEST  GAS  CORP. 

Application 

June  8, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  25,  1977, 
Southwest  Gas  Corporation  (Applicant) , 
P.O.  Box  15015,  Las  Vegas.  Nevada  89114, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP77-411  an  appli¬ 
cation  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  sale  of  natural  gas  to  El  Paso 
Natural  Gas  Company  (El  Paso),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

It  is  stated  that  Applicant  has  signed 
two  contracts  writh  independent  natural 
gas  producers  to  purchase  natural  gas 
from  wells  in  the  San  Juan  Basin  in 
northern  New  Mexico  and  southern  Col- 
f^-ado.  Applicant  indicates  that  the  sub¬ 
ject  gas  is  intended  primarily  to  provide 
protection  of  Applicant’s  priority  1,  2. 
and  3  customers  in  southern  Nevada  and 
Arizona.  It  is  asserted  that  Applicant 
has  experienced  significant  curtailments 


by  El  Paso  of  Applicant’s  priority  3  re¬ 
quirements  in  the  past  and  believes  such 
curtailments  would  continue  and  worsen 
in  the  future.  It  Is  stated  that  Applicant’s 
priority  1  and  2  gas  requirements  have 
already  grown  beyond  the  cut-off  levels 
prescribed  in  the  Commission’s  Opinion 
No.  697-A  in  Docket  No.  RP72-6. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  signed 
agreements  with  El  Paso  in  which  El  Paso 
has  agreed:  (1)  To  construct  and  oper¬ 
ate  facilities  and  (2;  to  gather,  process, 
and  transport  the  subject  gas  to  the 
existing  delivery  points  for  Applicant’s 
market  areas.  Such  transportation  serv¬ 
ice  would  be  provided  by  El  Paso  on  a 
best  efforts  basis  using  such  idle  capacity 
as  may  exist  from  time  to  time  in  El 
Paso's  interstate  pipeline  system,  it  is 
said. 

Applicant  further  states  that  it  would 
sell  to  El  Paso  volumes  of  natural  gas 
determined  by  Applicant  on  a  daily  basis 
to  be  excess.  Applicant  indicates  that 
it  would  reimburse  El  Paso  for  the  actual 
costs  incurred  by  El  Paso  in  acquiring  all 
necessary  rights-of-way  and  construct¬ 
ing  the  needed  gathering  facilities,  to¬ 
gether  with  associated  carrying  charges 
and  related  Federal  and  state  taxes,  in¬ 
cluding  income  taxes.  Applicant  states 
that  it  would  also  pay  a  transportation 
charge  to  El  Paso  for  volumes  transport¬ 
ed  for  Applicant  by  El  Paso. 

It  is  stated  that  El  Paso  agrees  to  pay 
Applicant  for  the  quantities  of  excess 
gas  sold  by  Applicant,  and  purchased  by 
El  Paso  the  same  price  which  Applicant 
is  itself  obligated  to  pay  Seller(s)  from 
whom  it  purchases  such  quantities;  pro¬ 
vided,  however,  that  in  the  event  of  de¬ 
regulation  of  the  wellhead  price  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  sold  for  resale  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce,  El  Paso  would  not  be  obligated 
to  pay  a  price  in  excess  of  the  highest 
price  then  being  paid  by  El  Paso  to 
others  for  gas  of  similar  quality  In  the 
San  Juan  Basin. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  29, 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 


herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary 

I FR  Doc.77-17240  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am  [ 
[Docket  No.  CI77-298] 

TENNECO  INC.  AND  AMOCO  PRODUCTION 
CO.  ET  AL’ 

Investigation  Certificates  Abandonment; 

Order  Setting  Investigation  for  Hearing 

and  Granting  Interventions 

June  6,  1977. 

Before  Commissioners:  Richard  L. 
Dunham,  Chairman.  Don  S.  Smith,  and 
James  G.  Watt. 

By  order  issued  March  8,  1977,  the 
Commission  instituted  an  investigation 
into  the  matters  raised  in  a  pleading 
filed  on  February  28,  1977,  by  Tenneco 
Inc.  (Tenneco) .  Tenneco  requested  in 
the  pleading  that  the  Commission  issue 
a  declaratory  order  resolving  alleged  un¬ 
certainties  as  to  whether  the  necessary 
authority  had  been  obtained  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  in  connection  with  the 
release  of  natural  gas  from  acreage  or 
reservoirs  under  contract  to  Tennessee 
Gas  Pipeline  Company  (Tennessee),  an 
interstate  pipeline  and  a  division  of  Ten¬ 
neco,  for  sale  by  Independent  producers 
to  channel  Industries  Gas  Company 
(Channel),  an  intrastate  pipeline  which 
is  also  a  Tenneco  subsidiary.  In  the 
March  8,  1977,  order  the  Commission  re¬ 
quired  the  affected  producers  to  respond 
to  these  issues. 

Tenneco  filed  on  March  18,  1977,  a 
supplement  to  its  first  petition  providing 
additional  information  on  certain  fields 
already  mentioned  and  information  con¬ 
cerning  additional  fields  previously  un- 
mentioned.  In  its  Supplemental  Order, 
issued  April  4,  1977,  the  Commission  di¬ 
rected  the  additional  affected  producers 
to  file  a  response  to  the  matters  raised  in 
Temieco’s  supplemental  petition. 

In  response  to  requests  for  extensions 
of  time  within  which  to  file  the  producer 
responses,  the  date  for  filing  responses  to 
Tenneco’s  February  28,  1977,  petition 
was  extended  to  April  20,  1977,  by  notice 
issued  April  11,  1977. 

In  response  to  the  public  notice  of 
Tenneco’s  pleadings,  the  parties  listed  in 
Appendix  B  filed  petitions  to  intervene, 
notices  of  intervention  or  responses. 

Based  on  Tenneco’s  two  petitions  and 
the  producer  comments  filed  in  response 
thereto,  we  have  constructed  a  brief  out- 

1  The  other  producer  respondents  are  listed 
in  Appendix  A. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42.  NO.  1 16— THURSDAY,-  JUNE  16,  1977 


NOTICES 


30681 


line  of  the  facts  surrounding  the  trans¬ 
actions  referred  to  by  Tenneco.  We  shall 
set  forth  these  facts  below  by  reference 
to  the  producing  fields  which  are  in¬ 
volved. 

(1)  Seeligson  Field,  Jim  Wells 
County,  Texas 

Shell  Oil  Company  (Shell)  and  the 
predecessors  of  Atlantic  Richfield  Com¬ 
pany  (ARCO),  Mobil  Oil  Corporation 
(Mobil)  and  Sun  Oil  Company  (Sun) 
entered  into  a  contract  dated  May  25, 
1948,  with  the  predecessor  of  Tennessee 
Gas  Pipeline  Company  (Tennessee)  to 
sell  natural  gas  from  the  Seeligson  Field 
in  Jim  Wells  County,  Texas.  Produc¬ 
tion  from  this  field  was  dedicated  to  this 
contract  without  depth  limitation.  After 
the  Phillips 1  decision  each  of  the  pro¬ 
ducers  applied  for  and  received  certifi¬ 
cates  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  these  sales. 

Subsequently,  each  of  the  producers 
entered  into  a  replacement  contract 
with  Tennessee  dated  March  1,  1958, 
which  extended  the  term  of  the  original 
contract  and  limited  the  dedications  of 
leaseholds  for  sales  of  gas  to  Tennessee 
to  the  depth  intervals  made  subject  to 
the  Texas  Railroad  Commission  ap¬ 
proved  unitization  agreement  for  the 
Seeligson  Field  Unit.  The  Seeligson  Unit 
was  limited  to  reservoirs  above  the  base 
of  the  20-C4  zone.  In  addition,  the  re¬ 
placement  contracts  contained  a  provi¬ 
sion  under  which  the  reserves  committed 
to  the  contracts  could  be  reduced  if  Ten¬ 
nessee  did  not  take  or  pay  for  the  re¬ 
quired  contract  quantity  and  a  proce¬ 
dure  under  which  gas  available  in  excess 
of  Tennessee’s  purchases  could  be 
deemed  to  be  surplus  gas  available  for 
sale  to  other  purchasers. 

Each  of  the  producers  filed  the  re- 
’  placement  contracts  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  as  supplements  to  their  respective 
rate  schedules.  Furthermore,  Arco  and 
Sun  applied  under  Section  7  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  for  amendments  to  their 
certificates  to  correspond  to  the  terms  of 
the  1958  replacement  contracts.  The 
Commission  granted  Sun’s  application 
by  order  issued  June  9,  1960,  but  rejected 
Arco’s  application  by  letter  dated  April 
18,  1960,  on  the  grounds  that  “no 
further  certificate  authorization  is 
required”. 

Each  of  these  producers  then  executed 
contracts  in  1965  for  the  sale  of  gas  to 
Channel  from  reservoirs  below  the  depth 
limitation  of  the  Seeligson  Unit.  Then  in 
April  of  1966  the  producers  contracted  to 
sell  to  Channel  surplus  gas  from  the 
Seeligson  Unit. 

<2)  Riverside — O’Neil  Fields.  Nueces 
County,  Texas 

On  November  30,  1945,  a  predecessor 
of  Amoco  contracted  to  sell  gas  to  Ten¬ 
nessee  from  the  Riverside  and  O'Neil 
Fields.  The  contract  provided  for  a  pur¬ 
chase  quantity  equal  to  the  amount 


*  Phillips  Petroleum  Co.  v.  Wisconsin.  347 
U  S  672  (1954). 


“Buyer  may  from  day  to  day  elect  to 
take  •  •  This  contract  expired  by  its 
terms  on  May  1,  1956,  and  was  not  re¬ 
newed,  although  deliveries  continued 
under  the  terms  of  the  rate  schedules 
filed  by  Amoco.  The  sale  to  Tennessee 
was  certificated  on  June  19,  1959,  in 
Docket  No.  G-7503. 

On  February  2,  1965,  Amoco  contract¬ 
ed  to  sell  Channel  gas  which  Tennes¬ 
see  elected  not  to  take.  Amoco  conveyed 
its  interests  in  the  Riverside  Field  to 
Clinton  Oil  Company  (now  Energy  Re¬ 
serves  Group,  Inc.)  effective  December 
31,  1969.  In  early  1974  Clinton  executed 
a  contract  with  Tennessee  which  did  not 
cover  all  the  Riverside  Field  acreage 
which  had  been  covered  by  the  1945  Ten¬ 
nessee  contract.  On  March  16, 1970,  Ten¬ 
nessee  elected  not  to  continue  taking  gas 
from  the  O’Neil  Field  lease.  Peninsula 
Exploration  Company  (Peninsula)  ac¬ 
quired  a  portion  of  the  Riverside  Field 
acreage  below  6,900  feet  which  was  cov¬ 
ered  by  the  1945  contract  but  not  by  the 
1974  Clinton -Tennessee  contract.  On 
December  1,  1974,  Peninsula  contracted 
to  sell  gas  from  this  acreage  below  6.900 
feet  to  Channel. 

(3)  Southwest  Pheasant  Field,  Mata¬ 
gorda  County,  Texas 

In  1959  Mobil  and  ARCO  contracted 
to  sell  gas  to  Tennessee  from  the  South¬ 
west  Pheasant  field.  The  gas  was  to  be 
used  by  Tennessee  for  compressor  fuel 
within  the  State  of  Texas.  These  con¬ 
tracts  terminated  in  1965  and  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  1965,  and  May  4,  1965,  Mobil 
and  Arco  contracted  to  sell  to  Channel 
gas  from  the  acreage  previously  covered 
by  the  Tennessee  contracts.  As  of  the 
date  of  Tenneco's  first  petition,  sales 
from  this  acreage  were  still  being  made 
by  Mobil  and  Arco  to  Channel.  By  con¬ 
tract  dated  March  11,  1977,  Mobil  has 
agreed  to  sell  and  Tennessee  has- agreed 
to  purchase  gas  from  this  field.  On  March 
14,  1977,  Mobil  filed  an  application  for  a 
certificate  and  for  temporary  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  initiate  the  sale.  By  letter  order 
issued  April  8,  1977,  the  Commission  is¬ 
sued  to  Mobil  a  temporary  certificate  in 
Docket  No.  CI7  7-328. 

(4>  Edinburg  Field,  Hidalgo  County. 

Texas 

On  April  1,  1952,  Tennessee  contracted 
to  purchase  gas  from  Mobil,  Arco,  Sun 
and  Rio  Bravo  Oil  Company  (Bravo) 
from  the  Edinburg  Field.  The  contract 
provided  that  the  producers  would  sell 
to  third  parties  gas  produced  from  wells 
at  insufficient  pressure  to  enter  Tennes¬ 
see’s  lines.  The  contract  also  provided 
that  if  Tennessee  did  not  take  (or  pay 
for,  if  available  and  not  taken)  sufficient 
gas  to  keep  the  producers’  leases  in  force 
and  effect,  then  the  producers  could  sell 
to  others  such  quantities  of  gas  neces¬ 
sary  to  keep  the  leases  in  force  and  ef¬ 
fect.  Each  of  the  producers  obtained  a 
certificate  from  the  Commission  for 
their  respective  sales. 

The  producers  contracted  on  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1966,  to  sell  to  Channel  gas  from 
the  Edinburg  Field  acreage  covered  by 


the  Tennessee  contract.  These  sales, 
which  were  purportedly  made  in  volumes 
exceeding  the  producers’  delivery  obliga¬ 
tions  under  the  Tennessee  contract,  were 
terminated  in  late  1973. 

(5)  Chesterville  Field,  Colorado 
County  Texas 

By  contract  dated  December  1,  1946. 
Mobil,  Amoco.  Monsanto  Company,  Con¬ 
tinental  Oil  Company  (Continental)  and 
Shell  agreed  to  sell  to  Tennessee  gas 
from  the  Chesterville  Field.  Tennessee 
was  given  the  discretion  to  determine, 
within  certain  limitations,  the  quantity 
of  gas  to  be  purchased  under  the  con¬ 
tracts.  These  sales  were  certificated  by 
the  Commission.  In  1966  and  1967  the 
producers  contracted  to  sell  to  Channel 
gas  from  this  field  which  Tennessee 
elected  not  to  take.  Tennessee  later 
elected  to  take  all  gas  from  the  Chester¬ 
ville  area  and  the  deliveries  to  Channel 
were  terminated  in  1974. 

<  6>  Bay  City  Field.  Matagorda 
County,  Texas 

Skelly  Oil  Company  (now  Getty  Oil 
Company)  contracted  on  June  28,  1948, 
to  sell  to  Tennessee  gas  produced  from 
all  horizons  down  to  8,800  feet  in  the 
Bay  City  Field.  The  contract  provided 
that  the  reserves  dedicated  could  be  re¬ 
duced  if  Tennessee  did  not  take  or  pay 
for  the  required  contract  quantity  for  a 
specified  time  period.  The  sale  was  cer¬ 
tificated  on  June  7,  1956,  in  Docket  No. 
G-5331.  The  contract  was  amended  by 
letter  dated  May  11.  1966,  adding  a  pro¬ 
vision  allowing  Skelly  to  sell  any  excess 
gas  not  taken  by  Tennessee  to  other 
parties.  This  amendment  was  filed  as  a 
suDplement  to  Skelly’s  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  10  and  accepted  by  the 
Commission  in  a  letter  order  dated  June 
25.  1966. 

Bv  contract  dated  July  25,  1966,  Skelly 
sold  to  Channel  all  excess  gas  from 
acreage  covered  by  the  Tennessee  con¬ 
tract  as  well  as  gas  nroduced  from  depths 
below  8.800  feet.  These  excess  gas  sales 
are  no  longer  continuing. 

(7)  Brayton  Field.  Nueces  County, 

Texas 

In  1949  Tennessee  contracted  with  D. 
H.  Perry,  et  al.  (later  Puenticitas  Oil 
Company)  to  purchase  gas  in  the  Bray¬ 
ton  Field.  The  contract  provided  that 
reserves  could  be  released  from  the  con¬ 
tract  dedication  if  Tennessee  did  not  take 
or  pay  for  the  required  contract  quan¬ 
tity  for  a  soecified  period  of  time.  This 
sale  was  certificated  in  1954.  By  contract 
amendment  dated  August  2.  1965.  the 
Perry  and  Simmonds  sands  were  deleted 
from  the  reserves  covered  by  the  con¬ 
tract  pursuant  to  the  above  provision. 
In  1973  after  Puenticitas  decided  to 
abandon  the  remaining  wells  the  Puen¬ 
ticitas -Tennessee  contract  was  termi¬ 
nated  and  the  Commission  granted  aban¬ 
donment  on  September  26.  1974,  in  Doc¬ 
ket  No.  CI74-358.  Puenticitas  contracted 
on  August  3,  1965,  to  sell  to  Channel  gas 
from  the  Perry  and  Simmonds  sands,  and 
an  additional  sand  was  dedicated  to 
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Channel  on  April  21,  1966.  These  sales 
ceased  in  1971. 

J.  C.  Storm  obtained  from  Puenticitas 
an  interest  in  the  Brayton  Field  and  con¬ 
tracted  on  December  21,  1969,  to  sell  to 
Channel  gas  from  depths  not  then  cov¬ 
ered  by  the  previous  contracts.  South 
Texas  Oil  and  Gas  Producing  Company, 
Inc.  then  obtained  Storm’s  interest  and 
the  contract  covering  the  sale  was 
amended  to  cover  all  depths  in  the  acre¬ 
age  covered  by  the  original  Tennessee 
contract.  Sales  under  this  contract  are 
continuing. 

Forest  OH  Corporation  (Forest)  also 
sold  to  Tennessee  gas  produced  from  the 
Brayton  Field  under  a  contract  certifi¬ 
cated  in  Docket  No.  G-2954.  This  con¬ 
tract  contained  a  release  of  reserve  pro¬ 
vision  similar  to  the  clause  in  the  Puen¬ 
ticitas -Tennessee  contract,  and  the 
Perry  and  Simmonds  sands  were  released 
from  the  contract  on  March  7,  1966.  By 
contract  dated  December  1,  1965,  Forest 
sold  to  Channel  gas  from  the  Perry  and 
Simmonds  sands.  These  sales  were  later 
discontinued. 

(8)  Cold  Springs  Field, 

San  Jacinto,  Texas 

On  June  5,  1950,  Continental  con- 
tractd  to  sell  to  Tennessee  gas  produced 
from  the  Cold  Springs  Field  without 
depth  limitation.  After  the  sale  was  cer¬ 
tificated  in  1956  the  contract  was 
amended  on  March  21,  1967,  to  limit  the 
dedicated  acreage  to  the  9,000  to  10,312 
foot  zone.  This  amendment  was  filed  as 
a  rate  schedule  supplement  and  accepted 
by  the  Commission.  In  1968  Continental 
contracted  to  sell  gas  to  Channel  from 
depths  other  than  the  9.00G  to  10,312 
foot  zone  under  the  same  acreage  covered 
by  the  Tennessee  contract.  The  Channel 
contract  was  terminated  in  1973. 

(9)  North  Garwood  Field. 

Colorado  County,  Texas 

On  November  3,  1953,  Tennessee  con¬ 
tracted  with  a  predecessor  of  Marathon 
Oil  Company  to  pin-chase  gas  from  the 
North  Garwood  Field.  A  certificate  au¬ 
thorizing  this  sale  was  issued  on  Decem¬ 
ber  1, 1958,  in  Docket  No.  G-11816.  Mara¬ 
thon  assigned  its  interest  in  four  leases 
to  Neil  E.  Hanson  who  applied  for  and 
received  certificate  authorization.  These 
leases  were  then  assigned  to  Goldrus 
Drilling  Co.  and  then  to  Goldking  Prop¬ 
erties,  Inc.  (Goldking*,  for  which  Gold- 
king  Production  Company  is  agent  and 
operator.  According  to  Goldking,  Ten- 
nesse  was  unwilling  to  install  the  neces¬ 
sary  compressor  and  gathering  line  in 
order  to  receive  deliveries  of  the  gas,  and 
therefore  the  contract  with  Tennessee 
expired  by  its  own  terms.  By  contract 
effective  September  1,  1972,  Goldking 
contracted  to  sell  to  Channel  gas  from 
the  four  leases,  and  gas  is  currently  being 
delivered  at  a  rate  of  418  Mcf  per  day 
from  four  wells  to  Channel  under  the 
terms  of  this  contract. , 

GO)  Stratton — Agua  Dulce  Field,  Jim 

Wells,  Kleburg  and  Nueces  Counties, 

Texas 

On  August  15,  1952,  predecessors  of 
Champlin  Petroleum  Company  (Champ- 


lin)  contracts  to  sell  to  Tennessee  gas 
from  the  Stratton-Agua  Dulce  Field.  The 
contract  provided  that  the  producer  was 
authorized  to  sell  gas  to  others  in  order  to 
maintain  ratable  takes.  The  sale  was 
certificated  in  Docket  No.  G-2999.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  the  ratable  take  provision, 
Champlin  sold  gas  from  this  field  to 
Channel  as  evidenced  by  a  letter  agree¬ 
ment  date  June  7,  1972.  The  sales  were 
discontinued  in  1973. 

In  their  responses  to  Tenneco's  peti¬ 
tions,  Arco,  Mobil  and  Amoco  request 
that  the  investigation  into  these  matters 
be  discontinued  on  the  grounds  that  such 
a  proceeding  would  not  be  in  the  public 
interest.  Essentially,  these  producers 
argue  that  it  would  not  be  proper  to  look 
into  transactions  which  took  place  years 
ago,  especially  where  the  affected  pro¬ 
ducers  have  relied  on  “the  long-standing 
actions  and  approvals”  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  We  do  not  agree  that  this  investiga¬ 
tion  should  be  terminated  merely  because 
many  of  the  transactions  involved  are 
several  years  old,  particularly  where 
these  transactions  may  have  Involved 
violations  of  th  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  thereunder. 
Furthermore,  we  cannot  accept  the  argu¬ 
ment  that  no  further  action  be  taken 
with  respect  to  Tenneco’s  petition  on  the 
ground  that  the  producers  have  relied  on 
Commission  actions,  for  it  is  not  clear  at 
this  time  that  all  of  the  necessary  Com¬ 
mission  authorization  was  obtained  re¬ 
garding  the  transactions  at  issue.  There¬ 
fore,  we  find  that  this  Investigation 
should  not  be  discontinued,  and.  in  view 
of  the  many  legal  and  factual  questions 
that  are  presented  by  Tenneco’s  plead¬ 
ings  and  the  producers’  responses  there¬ 
to,  we  believe  that  the  issues  cannot  be 
resolved  without  a  full  evidentiary  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

Among  the  issues  to  be  addressed  by 
the  parties  in  this  proceeding  is  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  whether  a  producr  has  complied 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  when  gas  formerly  dedicated  to  the 
interstate  market  is  sold  intrastate  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  surplus  gas  provision  in  the 
contract  wTith  the  purchasing  interstate 
pipeline  which  was  certificated  by  the 
Commission.  Another  issue  to  be  ad¬ 
dressed  is  the  question  of  the  legal  effect 
of  the  filing  and  acceptance  of  a  contract 
amendment  as  a  supplement  to  a  pro¬ 
ducer’s  rate  schedule.  The  parties  should 
also  address  the  question  of  remedies  if 
it  is  determined  that  the  provisions  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  were  not  complied 
with,  including  the  possibility  of  pay¬ 
back.  Finally,  we  direct  the  parties  to 
address  the  question  of  whether  viola¬ 
tions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  have  oc¬ 
curred  such  that  the  penalty  provisions 
of  Section  21  of  the  Act  should  be  in¬ 
voked.  Of  course,  we  do  not  intend  to 
limit  the  issues  in  this  proceeding  to 
those  discussed  above.  ■ 

In  lieu  of  filing  a  response  to  Tenneco’s 
pleadings,  Sun  filed  on  April  20,  1977,  a 
motion  to  dismiss  Tenneco’s  petition  for 
a  declaratory  order  and  to  dismiss  the 
order  issued  March  8,  1977,  instituting 
this  investigation.  Sun  states  that  Ten- 
neco  has  no  standing  to  file  a  petition  for 
a  declaratory  order  because  Tenneco  is 


not  subject  to  the  Commission’s  juris¬ 
diction.  We  reject  this  contention  and 
note  that  the  real  question  is  whether 
the  matters  raised  in  such  a  petition  are 
appropriate  for  a  Commission  determi¬ 
nation.  Clearly,  possible  violations  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  by  natural  gas  pro¬ 
ducers  come  within  the  ambit  of  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction.  Sun  also  al¬ 
leges  that  Tenneco’s  pleading  merely 
represents  an  attempt  to  raise  a  defense 
in  damage  suits  pending  against  Ten¬ 
neco  in  state  court  proceedings  in  the 
District  Court  of  Harris  County,  Texas.3 
We  cannot  permit  the  allegation  of  po¬ 
tential  impact  on  state  court  proceedings 
to  deter  us  from  our  duty  to  insure  that 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  is  properly  enforced. 
Finally,  Sun  notes  that  Tenneco  filed  its 
petition  pursuant  to  §  1.7(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  and,  according  to  Sun,  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  the  petition  is  not  a  valid 
subject  of  a  petition  under  this  section. 
Section  1.7(c)  of  the  Rules  provides  that 
issuance  of  a  declaratory  order  is  de¬ 
signed  “to  terminate  a  controversy  or  re¬ 
move  uncertainty.”  Tenneco’s  petition 
was  properly  filed  pursuant  to  this  sec¬ 
tion  in  that  the  matters  raised  therein 
involve  a  number  of  uncertainties  with 
regard  to  compliance  with  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  For  these  reasons  wre  shall  re¬ 
ject  Sun’s  April  20,  1977,  motion  to  dis¬ 
miss. 

In  its  Notice  of  Intervention  filed  on 
March  23,  1977,  the  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  of  the  State  of  New  York  (New 
York)  requests  that  the  producers  men¬ 
tioned  in  Tenneco’s  February  28,  1977. 
petition  be  directed  to  immediately  cease 
any  future  gas  deliveries  to  Channel  and 
that  Tennessee  be  ordered  to  cease 
transportation  of  the  gas  to  Channel. 
Furthermore,  New  York  asks  that  Chan¬ 
nel  be  directed  to  stand  ready  to  deliver 
to  Tennessee  an  amount  of  gas  equiva¬ 
lent  to  that  which  it  has  received  from 
the  producers  where  no  abandonment 
authorization  has  been  secured.  We  be¬ 
lieve  that  it  would  be  inappropriate  to 
grant  New  York’s  requests  at  this  time. 
As  noted  previously,  it  is  necessary  that 
these  matters  be  fully  explored  in  an 
evidentiary  hearing  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  make  a  reasoned  determina¬ 
tion  as  to  whether  the  necessary 
Commission  authorizations  have  been 
obtained  regarding  these  transactions. 

The  Tennessee  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  filed  on  March  21,  1977,  a  re¬ 
quest  that  the  matters  raised  in  Ten¬ 
neco’s  pleadings  filed  in  this  docket  be 
set  for  hearing.  For  the  reasons  noted 
above  we  shall  grant  this  request. 

On  May  25,  1977,  FMC  Corporation 
(FMC)  filed  a  motion  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  of  our  March  8,  1977  order  urging 
the  deferral  of  this  investigation  on  the 
grounds  that  Tenneco  has  yet  to  submit 
a  complete  statement  of  the  facts  and 


*  FMC  Corp.  v.  Tenneco  Inc.,  et  al.,  No.  1,- 
065,430,  In  the  District  Court  of  Harris 
County,  Texas,  165th  Judicial  District  and 
Amoco  Gas  Co.  v.  Channel  Industries  Gas 
Co.,  et  al.,  No.  1,005,430,  In  the  District  Court 
of  Harris  County,  Texas,  151st  Judicial  Dis¬ 
trict. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  1 1 6— THURSDAY,  JUNE  16,  1977 


NOTICES 


306*0 


grounds  prompting  its  petition  for  decla¬ 
ratory  order  pursuant  to  5  1.7(0  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations.  We  shall 
deny  PMC’s  motion  as  we  have  deter¬ 
mined  that  sufficient  information  has 
been  presented  in  Tenneco’s  pleadings 
and  the  producers  responses  to  justify 
the  continuation  of  the  investigation  in¬ 
stituted  in  our  March  8,  1977  order. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  set  the  investigation 
instituted  by  the  Commission’s  March  8. 
1977  order  issued  in  this  proceeding  for 
hearing. 

(2)  Sun's  motion  to  dismiss  should 
be  denied. 

(3)  New  York’s  requests  to  require 
the  producers  to  cease  gas  deliveries  to 
Channel  and  to  direct  Channel  to  stand 
ready  to  deliver  to  Tennessee  a  volume 
of  gas  equivalent  to  that  received  from 
the  producers  should  be  denied. 

(4)  PMC’s  motion  for  reconsideration 
should  be  denied.  . 

(5)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  the 
above-mentioned  petitions  to  intervene 
and  to  make  the  affected  producers  re¬ 
spondents  to  this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 
particularly  Sections  4,  5.  7,  8,  10,  14,  15 
and  16  thereof,  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure,  and  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CPR  Chapter  I),  a  public  hearing  in 
Docket  No.  CI77-298  shall  be  held  in 
a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426  for  the 
purpose  of  hearing  and  disposition  of 
the  issues  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(see  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d))  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding,  with  authority  to  estab¬ 
lish  and  change  all  procedural  dates,  and 
to  rule  on  all  motions  (with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  petitions  to  intervene,  motions 
to  consolidate  and  sever,  and  motions  to 
dismiss,  as  provided  for  in  the  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure) . 

(C)  Tenneco  shall  file  its  direct  testi¬ 
mony  and  evidence  on  or  before  July  1, 
1977.  The  producer  respondents  shall  file 
their  direct  testimony  and  evidence  on 
or  before  July  22.  1977.  All  testimony 
and  evidence  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge,  the 
Commission  Staff,  and  all  parties  to  this 
proceeding. 

(D)  The  Presiding  Judge  shall  pre¬ 
side  at  a  pre-hearing  conference  to  be 
held  on  August  16,  1977,  at  10:00  A.M. 
E.D.T.  in  a  hearing  room  at  the  address 
noted  in  Ordering  Paragraph  (A) . 

(E)  Sun’s  motion  to  dismiss  is  hereby 
denied. 

(F)  New  York’s  requests  noted  above 
are  hereby  denied. 

(G)  FMC’s  motion  for  reconsideration 
is  hereby  denied. 

<H)  The  above-mentioned  petitioners 
to  intervene  are  hereby  permitted  to 
intervene  in  this  proceeding  subject  to 
the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  Provided,  however.  That  the  par¬ 
ticipation  of  such  intervenors  shall  be 


limited  to  matters  affecting  asserted 
rights  and  interests  as  are  specifically  set 
forth  in  said  petitions  for  leave  to 
intervene;  and  Provided,  further.  That 
the  admission  of  such  interests  shall  not 
be  construed  as  recognition  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  such  intervenors  might  be 
aggrieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders 
of  the  Commission  entered  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

(I)  Each  of  the  affected  producers 
listed  on  Appendix  A  are  hereby  made 

respondents. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

RESPONDENTS 

Amoco  Production  Company 
Atlantic  Richfield  Company 
Bravo  Oil  Company 
Champltn  Petroleum  Company 
Continental  Oil  Company 
Devon  Corporation 
Energy  Reserves  Group,  Inc. 

Forest  Oil  Company 
Getty  OH  Company 
Goldktng  Production  Company 
Hanson.  Nell  E. 

Kirby  Oil  Company 
Marathon  Oil  Company 
MobU  Oil  Company 
Monsanto  Company 
Peninsula  Exploration  Company 
Puentlcltas  Oil  Company 
Shell  OH  Company 

South  Texas  OH  &  Oas  Producing  Company, 
Inc. 

Storm,  J.  C. 

Sun  Oil  Company 

Appendix  B 

PETITIONS  TO  INTERVENE 

Atlantic  Richfield  Company 

Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Company.  Hu 

Continental  Oil  Company 

PMC  Corporation 

Forest  Oil  Corporation 

Getty  Oil  Company 

Knoxville  Utilities  Board,  et  al. 

Monsanto  Company 

Nashville  Gas  Company 

New  England  Customer  Group,  The 

Northern  Illinois  Gas  Company 

Public  Service  Electric  &  Gas  Company 

State  of  Tennessee 

Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Lines,  Inc. 

NOTICES  OF  INTERVENTION 

Pennsylvania  Public  Utility  Commission 
Public  Service  Commission  of  the  State  of 
New  York 

Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission 

RESPONSES 

Amoco  Production  Company 
Atlantic  Richfield  Company 
Bravo  Oil  Company 
Continental  Oil  Company 
Devon  Corporation 
Energy  Reserves  Group,  Inc. 

Getty  Oil  Company 

Goldktng  Production  Company,  et  al. 

Marathon  Oil  Company 

Mobil  Oil  Corporation 

Monsanto  Company 

Puentlcltas  Oil  Company 

Shell  Oil  Company 

South  Texas  OU  &  Gas  Producing  Company, 

Inc. 

Storm,  J.  C. 

[FR  Doc .77-17223  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI77-522] 

TRANSCO  EXPLORATION  CO. 

Limited-Term  Certificate  Application 

June  8.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  25.  1977. 
Transco  Exploration  Company  i  Appli¬ 
cant)  P.O.  Box  1396,  Houston.  Texas. 
77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CI77-522  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c>  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  limited-term 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity,  with  pregranted  abandon¬ 
ment,  covering  the  sale  of  gas  by  Appli¬ 
cant  to  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation  (Transco).  The  limited- 
term  is  to  cover  the  period  from  date  of 
initial  delivery  to  the  date  that  notice  of 
payout  of  the  well  is  given. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  agreement  by 
which  Applicant  acquired  its  interest. 
Patrick  retained  an  overriding  royalty 
interest  convertible  after  payout  of  the 
well  to  a  one-third  working  interest.  The 
lease  obtained  from  Amoco  also  allows 
Amoco  similar  conversion  rights  after 
payout.  Under  the  terms  of  said  agree¬ 
ment  and  lease.  Applicant  is  prohibited 
from  taking  any  action  which  would  in¬ 
terfere  with  the  ability  of  Patrick  or 
Amoco  to  market  their  working  interest 
share  of  production  in  the  event  either 
of  their  royalty  interests  are  converted. 

Applicant  and  Transco  entered  into  a 
contract  dated  May  23,  1977,  covering 
the  sale  and  purchase  of  gas  from  the 
Southwest  Gibson  Field,  Terrebonne 
Parish,  Louisiana.  Pursuant  to  the 
agreement  Applicant  proposes  to  sell 
natural  gas  to  Transco  from  the  date  of 
Initial  delivery  thereunder,  at  an  initial 
rate  of  $1.55413953  per  Mcf  at  15.025 
psia,  to  be  delivered  at  a  mutually  agree¬ 
able  point  in  the  field  into  Transco  < 
facilities.  The  agreement  pertains  to  that 
portion  of  Applicant’s  working  interest 
which  the  overriding  royalty  interests 
have  the  right  to  convert  into  their 
working  interests. 

Transco  has  advised  that  its  gas  supply 
shortage  is  very  critical  and  that  it  needs 
all  available  volumes  at  the  earliest  pos¬ 
sible  date. 

Transco  has  constructed  a  gathering 
line  running  from  its  pipeline  to  a  cen¬ 
tral  point  in  the  Southwest  Gibson  Field 
This  line  is  now  installed  and  final  tie- 
in  connections  completed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application,  on  or  before  June  30 
1977.  should  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission's 
Rules. 
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Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  with¬ 
out  further  notice  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  this  appplication  if  no  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing 
is  required,  further  notice  of  such  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-17236  Filed  6^15-77;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP76-458] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP. 

Petition  to  Amend 

June  8, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  26,  1977, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Cor¬ 
poration  (Petitioner),  P.O.  Box  1396, 
Houston.  Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP76-458  a  petition  to  amend  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  of  October  13,  1976,  is¬ 
sued  in  the  instant  docket  (56  FPC) ,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  §  157.7(b)  of  the  Regulations 
thereunder  (18  CFR  157.7(b))  so  as  to 
authorize  Petitioner  to  increase  the  total 
cost  of  facilities  constructed  under  the 
budget-type  authorization  to  $16,000,000, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  peti¬ 
tion  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  order  of 
October  13,  1976,  issued  in  the  instant 
docket,  Petitioner  was  authorized  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  gas  purchase  facilities 
under  budget-type  authorization  for  a 
one-year  period  which  commenced  on 
October  22,  1976.  Petitioner  indicates 
that  the  total  cost  of  facilities  con¬ 
structed  under  the  budget-type  au¬ 
thorization  is  limited  to  $12,000,000,  with 
no  single  onshore  project  to  exceed 
$1,500,000,  and  no  single  offishore  project 
to  exceed  $2,500,000. 

By  this  petition,  Petitioner  requests  a 
waiver  of  the  total  cost  limitation  pro¬ 
vided  by  §  157.7(b)  (2)  of  the  Regulations 
and  an  increase  in  the  limitation  to  $16,- 
000,000.  Petitioner  states  that  with  about 
five  months  remaining  on  the  current 
one-year  budget  authorization,  it  has  al¬ 
ready  committed  for  actual  or  estimated 
expenditures  under  work  orders  issued 
thereunder  of  about  $11,000,000,  and  that 
this  amount  reflects  the  cost  of  projects 
which  have  been  completed,  or  are  now 
under  construction,  or  as  to  which  engi¬ 


neering  has  been  finalized  and  which  are 
scheduled  to  be  commenced  in  the  near 
future.  Petitioner  further  states  that  it 
estimates  that  additional  expenditures 
for  budget-type  facilities  during  the  re¬ 
maining  term  of  the  current  authoriza¬ 
tion,  i.e.,  through  October  21,  1977,  may 
be  up  to  $4,000,000;  however,  since  Peti¬ 
tioner  does  not  know  at  this  time  with 
particularity  the  location  or  source  of 
supplies  which  would  be  attached  under 
the  proposed  amended  authorization, 
such  total  cost  figure  is  necessarily  an 
estimate  based  on  past  experience  rather 
than  specific  known  projects,  it  is  said. 

Petitioner  indicates  that  the  principal 
reason  for  increased  budget-type  expen¬ 
ditures  is  the  much  higher  number  of 
new  gas  supply  attachments  during  the 
current  period,  and  substantial  inflation 
in  material  and  construction  costs  that 
has  occurred  during  the  past  several 
years.  Petitioner’s  experience  reflects 
that  the  two-year  period  1975  and  1976, 
inflation  of  offshore  construction  costs 
has  been  approximately  33  percent  on  a 
compounded  basis,  it  is  Indicated. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
June  29, 1977  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  77-17250  Filed  6-15-77:8:46  ami 


[Docket  No.  RP77-19] 

TRANSWESTERN  PIPELINE  CO. 
Motion  to  Place  Tariff  Sheets  in  Effect 

June  7,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  31,  1977, 
Transwestem  Pipeline  Company  (Trans- 
western)  ,  pursuant  to  Section  4(e)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  Ordering  Para¬ 
graph  <B)  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  issued  December  29,  1976, 
filed  a  motion  to  place  into  effect  on  June 
1,  1977  the  following  tariff  sheets  origi¬ 
nally  filed  on  December  1,  1976: 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  1. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  23. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  50. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  63. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  64. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  74. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  76. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  78. 

Transwestem  requests  that  First  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  24  filed  on  December  1, 


1976  be  withdrawn  and  the  effectiveness 
of  Original  Sheet  No.  24  be  retained  since 
no  changes  to  the  text  of  Original  Sheet 
No.  24  were  made  in  its  revision. 

Transwestem,  additionally,  moves  that 
Seventh  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  5  and  6,  orig¬ 
inally  filed  on  December  1,  1976  and 
now  modified  to  reflect  subsequent  pur¬ 
chased  gas  cost  adjustment  rate  changes, 
be  permitted  to  go  into  effect  on  June  1. 
1977.  In  the  alternative,  Transwestem 
moves  to  place  into  effect  on  June  1, 1977 
tariff  sheet  numbers  5  and  6  as  originally 
filed  on  December  1,  1976  and  now  re¬ 
numbered  as  Alternate  Seventh  Revised 
Sheet  Nos.  5  and  6. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  24, 1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-17230  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  ID-1812] 

JAMES  O.  TRUDEAU 
Application 

•  June  7,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  9,  1977, 
James  O.  Trudeau,  Vice  President  of 
Orange  Rockland  Utilities,  Inc.,  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  305(b) 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold  the  fol¬ 
lowing  positions: 

Vice  President,  Orange  and  Rockland  Utili¬ 
ties,  Inc.,  Public  Utility.  Vice  President, 
Rockland  Electric  Company,  Public  Utility. 
Vice  President,  Pike  County  Light  and 
Power  Company.  Public  Utility. 

Any  person  desiding  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10). 
All  such  petitions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  July  1,  1977.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  77-17229  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  ER77-311] 

UTAH  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Time 

Junk  7, 1977. 

On  June  6,  1977,  Lincoln  Service  Cor¬ 
poration  filed  a  motion  for  a  further  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  in  which  to  file  petitions 
to  intervene  or  protests  to  the  proposed 
tariff  changes  tendered  for  filing  in  the 
above  indicated  docket  on  April  20,  1977, 
and  noticed  April  29, 1977. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  time  for  filing  petitions 
to  intervene  or  protests  in  the  above  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  extended  to  and  including 
July  6,  1977. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-17231  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

[H.  2,  1977  No.  22] 

ACTIONS  OF  THE  BOARD  AND  APPLICA¬ 
TIONS  AND  REPORTS  RECEIVED  DUR 
ING  THE  WEEK  ENDING  MAY  28,  1977 

Announcement  by  Board  of  Governors 

Actions  of  the  Board 

Statement  by  Vice  Chairman  Stephen  S. 
Gardner  before  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Banking,  Housing  and  Urban  Affairs  on  S. 
71,  S.  73.  8.  896,  and  S.  1433,  bUls  that  will 
aid  the  regulatory  agencies  in  carrying  out 
supervisory  responsibilities. 

Statement  by  Governor  Charles  Par  tee  be¬ 
fore  the  Subcommittee  on  Intergovernmen¬ 
tal  Relations  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Governmental  Affairs  on  S.  600,  the  Regu¬ 
latory  Reform  Act. 

International  Banking  Act  of  1977,  letter  to 
Chairman  St  Germain  recommending  en¬ 
actment  of  foreign  bank  legislation;  the 
Board’s  recommendation  was  accompanied 
by  proposals  for  a  number  of  amendments. 
Letter  in  response  to  request  for  confirmation 
that  member  banks  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  will  not  be  required  to  maintain 
domestic  reserves  under  the  Board’s  Regu¬ 
lation  D  on  deposits  of  their  overseas  mili¬ 
tary  banking  facilities  when  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  assumes  responsibility  for 
the  government’s  overseas  military  bank¬ 
ing  program  on  October  1,  1977. 

Equal  Employment  Opportunity,  the  Board 
Is  amending  Its  Policies  and  Procedures 
in  order  to  replace  the  procedure  for  re¬ 
viewing  third  party  allegations  to  allow  for 
consolidation  of  complaints,  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  administrative  processing  of  class 
complaints  of  discrimination  In  employ¬ 
ment  (Docket  No.  R-0102).  • 

Rules  Regarding  Delegation  of  Authority, 
delegation  of  certatn  new  functions  to  the 
Director  of  the  Division  of  Banking  Super¬ 
vision  and  Regulation  and  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  Banks  in  order  to  expedite  and 
facilitate  the  performance  of  certain  of  the 
Board’s  supervisory  and  regulatory  func¬ 
tions  over  bank  holding  companies  and 
State  member  banks,  effective  May  26.  1977 
(Docket  No.  R-0103). 

Rules  of  "Employment  Responsibilities  and 
Conduct”  amendment,  which  expands  the 
number  of  positions  for  which  Statements 
of  Employment  and  Financial  Interests 
are  required  pursuant  to  the  Board's  rules 
and  Executive  Order  11222  (Docket  No. 
R-0101). 


Marblehead  Bank  and  Trust  Company,  Mar¬ 
blehead,  Massachusetts,  proposed  merger 
with  EHex  County  Bank  and  Trust  Com¬ 
pany,  Lynn,  Massachusetts,  report  to  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  on 
competitive  factors. 

Sullivan  County  National  Bank.  La  Porte. 
Pennsylvania,  proposed  merger  with  Citi¬ 
zens  A  Northern  Bank.  Ralston.  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  report  to  the  Federal  Deposit  Insur¬ 
ance  Corporation  on  competitive  factors. 
Dakota  Ban  corporation.  Rapid  City,  South 
Dakota,  extension  of  time  to  July  8.  1977. 
within  which  to  complete  acquisition  of 
the  First  National  Bank  of  Crosby.  Crosby. 
North  Dakota.1 

Bank  of  Ste.  Genevieve.  Ste  Genevieve,  Mis-, 
sourl,  to  make  an  investment  in  bank 
premises.1 

Elberfeld  State  Bank,  Elberfeld.  Indiana,  to 
make  an  additional  Investment  In  bank 
premises.1 

Peoples  State  Bank  of  Plain  view.  Plain  view, 
Minnesota,  to  make  an  Investment  In  bank 
premises.1 

Provident  Bank,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to  make 
an  investment  in  bank  premises.1 
Mountain  Trust  Bank,  Roanoke.  Virginia,  re¬ 
quest  for  a  nine-month  extension  of  time 
within  which  to  establish  a  branch  at 
3702  Brandon  Avenue,  B  W,  Roanoke.  Vir¬ 
ginia1 

Chase  Manhattan  Overseas  Banking  Corpo¬ 
ration.  New  York,  New  York,  (1)  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  to  November  23.  1977,  within 
which  to  acquire  all  of  the  shares  of  a 
limited  liability  company  In  Sao  Paulo, 
Brazil,  and  (2)  extension  of  time  to  July 
14,  1978,  within  which  to  complete  Its  In¬ 
vestment  In  Chase  and  Bank  of  Ireland 
(International)  Ltd..  Dublin,  Ireland.1 
First  Citizens  Bank  of  Butte.  Butte.  Mon¬ 
tana,  extension  of  time  to  accomplish 
membership  In  the  Federal  Reserve  Sys¬ 
tem.1 

Carroll  Bank.  Hlllsvllle.  Virginia,  proposed 
merger  with  Bank  of  Carroll.  Hlllsvllle, 
Virginia,  report  to  the  Federal  Deposit  In¬ 
surance  Corporation  on  competitive  fac¬ 
tors.1 

Issuance  of  subordinated  capital  notes  by 
United  California  Bank.  Los  Angeles, 
California.1 

Extension  of  time  to  December  31,  1977.  with¬ 
in  which  the  Bank  of  Woodward.  Wood¬ 
ward,  Oklahoma,  may  complete  the  sale  of 
capital  debentures.1 

To  Establish  a  Domestic  Branch  Pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  9  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act. 

APPROVED 

Fort  Worth  Bank  A  Trust,  Fort  Worth.  Texas. 
Branch  to  be  established  as  a  Drive-In  and 
Mini-Bank  Branch,  located  across  Beach 
Street  and  Main  Bank  Building  * 

***** 
International  Investments  and  Other 
Actions  Pursuant  to  Sections  25  and 
25 <a)  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act  and 
Sections  4(c)(9)  and  4(c)  (13)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  of  1956.  as 
amended. 

APPROVED 

Morgan  Guaranty  International  Finance 
Corporation:  Investment-additional  shares 
of  Morgan  Guaranty  Finance  Limited, 
Hamilton,  Bermuda. 


1  Application  processed  on  behalf  of  the 
Board  of  Governors  under  delegated  author¬ 
ity 


Bamerical  International  Financial  Corpora¬ 
tion:  Investment-additional  shares  of  Ja¬ 
maican  American  Merchant  Bankers  Lim¬ 
ited.  Kingston,  Jamaica. 

•  •  •  •  • 

To  form  a  Bank  Holding  Company 
Pursuant  to  Section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 

Holding  Company  Act  of  1956. 

APPROVED 

Goodlettsvlile'  Bancshares.  Inc..  Goodletts- 
vUle,  Tennessee,  for  approval  to  acquire  80 
per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Bank  of  Goodlettsvlile,  Goodlettsvlile.  Ten¬ 
nessee  .* 

Crown  Bancshares.  Incorporated,  Hammond. 
Indiana,  for  approval  to  acquire  90  per 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  The 
First  National  Bank  of  Crown  Point,  Crown 
Point,  Indiana.* 

Guaranty  Bancshares  Corporation.  Kansas 
Olty,  Kansas,  for  approval  to  acquire  96.03 
per  cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Guaranty 
State  Bank  A  Trust,  Kansas  City.  Kansas  - 
•  *  •  *  * 

To  Expand  a  Bank  Holding  Company 
Pursuant  to  Section  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank 

Holding  Company  Act  of  1956. 

APPROVED 

Southeast  Banking  Corporation.  Miami,  Flor¬ 
ida.  for  approval  to  acquire  100  per  cent 
of  the  voting  shares  of  Southeast  Acquisi¬ 
tion  Company,  Miami:  Southeast  Bank  of 
Fort  Myers,  N.A.,  Fort  Myers;  Southeast 
Bank  erf  St.  Arman ds,  Sarasota;  Southeast 
Bank  of  Village  Plaza.  N.A..  Sarasota;  ali 
located  in  Florida. 

Michigan  National  Corporation.  Bloomfield 
Hills,  Michigan,  for  approval  to  acquire  100 
per  cent  of  the  voting  shares  (less  direc¬ 
tors’  qualifying  shares)  of  Michigan  Na¬ 
tional  Bank-Farm ington,  Farmington  Hills, 
Michigan,  a  proposed  new  bank. 

Republic  of  Texas  Corporation,  Dallas,  Texas, 
for  approval  to  acquire  2,800  shares  of  the 
voting  shares  of  The  First  National  Bank 
of  Duncanville,  Duncanville,  Texas  * 

*  *  *  *  * 

To  Expand  a  Bank  Holding  Company 
Pursuant  to  Section  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Bank 

Holding  Company  Act  of  1956. 

RETURNED 

Chemical  New  York  Corporation,  New  York. 
New  York,  for  approval  to  convert  to  an 
Industrial  bank,  to  be  known  as  Deposi¬ 
tors  Industrial  Bank,  an  office  of  Its  Indi¬ 
rect  subsidiary.  Sun  Finance  and  Loan 
Company.  Boulder,  Colorado. 

WITHDRAWN 

First  Security  Corporation,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah,  for  approval  to  continue  to  engage  in 
the  activities  of  an  industrial  mortgage 
loan  company  through  a  subsidiary  known 
as  Simco  Industrial  Mortgage  Company. 
San  Jose.  California. 

DELATED 

Sun  Banks  of  Florida,  Inc.,  Orlando,  Florida, 
notification  of  Intent  to  engage  in  de  novo 
activities  (making  or  acquiring,  for  its  own 
account  or  for  the  account  of  others,  loans 
and  other  extensions  of  credit  and  servicing 


*  Application  processed  by  the  Reserve 
Bank  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of  Governors 
under  delegated  authority. 
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loans  and  other  extensions  of  credit  for 
any  person)  at  1501  N.E.  26th  Street,  Wil¬ 
ton  Manors  (Fort  Lauderdale),  Florida, 
through  a  subsidiary,  Sunbank  Mortgage 
Company  (5/23/77).* 

PERMITTED 

.Citicorp,  New  York,  New  York,  notification 
of  Intent  to  relocate  de  novo  activities 
(consumer  sales  finanoe  activities)  from 
3401  Chlnden  Boulevard,  Boise,  Idaho  to 
1775  Westgate  Drive,  Suite  225,  Boise, 
Idaho,  through  its  subsidiary.  Nationwide 
Financial  Corporation  and  its  subsidiary. 
Nationwide  Financial  Corporation  of  Idaho 
(5/27/77).* 

Citicorp,  New  York,  New  York,  notification 
of  intent  to  relocate  de  novo  activities  (the 
making  of  consumer  installment  personal 
loans;  and  the  sale  of  life/accident  and 
health,  and  property  Insurance  related 
thereto)  from  3401  Chlnden  Boulevard  to 
the  Corner  of  Five  Mile  Road  and  Falrview 
Avenue,  Boise,  Idaho,  through  its  subsid¬ 
iary,  Nationwide  Financial  Corporation  and 
its  subsidiary.  Nationwide  Financial  Cor¬ 
poration  of  Idaho  (5/27/77).* 

Barnett  Banks  of  Florida,  Inc.,  Jacksonville, 
Florida,  notification  of  intent  to  engage  in 
de  novo  activities  (performing  or  carrying 
on  any  one  or  more  of  the  functions  cm* 
activities  that  may  be  performed  or  carried 
on  by  a  trust  company  including  activities 
of  a  fiduciary,  agency  or  custodial  nature 
in  the  manner  authorized  by  Federal  and 
State  law;  provided  however,  that  loans 
and  Investments  will  be  made  and  deposits 
accepted  only  in  conformity  with  Regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  System)  at  1900  Tyler  Street, 
Hollywood,  Florida,  through  a  subsidiary, 
Barnett  Banks  Trust  Company,  N.A. 
(5/27/77).* 

Trust  Company  of  Georgia,  Atlanta,  Georgia, 
notification  of  intent  to  engage  in  de  novo 
activities  (providing  data  processing  serv¬ 
ices  to  banks  and  bank  holding  companies 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  proceesslng 
for  checking  and  savings  accounts,  savings 
certificates,  installment  loans,  commercial 
loans,  overdraft  banking,  automated  proof 
transit,  general  ledger,  and  check  recon¬ 
cilement)  at  2140  N.E.  2nd  Street,  Gaines¬ 
ville,  Florida,  through  a  subsidiary,  Trusco 
Data  Systems  of  Florida,  Inc.  (5/27/77).* 

National  Detroit  corporation,  Detroit,  Michi¬ 
gan,  notification  of  Intent  to  engage  in  de 
novo  activities  (making,  acquiring,  and 
serving  for  its  own  account  and  for  the 
account  of  others,  mortgage  loans  and 
other  extensions  of  credit  in  connection 
with  the  purchase,  development  and/or 
improvement  of  real  property)  at  200  Ren¬ 
aissance  Center,  Detroit,  Michigan,  through 
its  subsidiary,  NBD  Mortgage  Company  (6/ 
28/77).* 

Landmark  Bancshares  Corporation,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri,  notification  of  intent  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  engage  in  an  activity  earlier  com¬ 
menced  de  novo  (providing  bookeeping  and 
data  processing  services  to  the  parent  com¬ 
pany  and  its  subsidiaries  and  the  storing 
and  processing  of  other  banking,  financial 
and  related  economic  data  Including  the 
performance  of  payroll,  accounts  receivable 
or  payable,  or  billing  services)  at  6313  Dr. 
M.  L.  King  Drive,  St.  Louis,  Missouri, 
through  a  subsidiary.  Landmark  Data 
Services  Incorporated  (5/26/77).* 


*  4(c)  (8)  and  4(c)  (12)  notifications  proc¬ 
essed  by  Reserve  Bank  on  behalf  of  the  Board 
of  Governors  under  delegated  authority. 


Fremont  Bancorporatlon,  Fremont,  Califor¬ 
nia,  notification  of  Intent  to  continue  to 
engage  in  an  activity  earlier  commenced 
de  novo  (acting  as  an  Insurance  agent  or 
broker  for  the  sale  at  Insurance  related 
solely  to  extensions  of  credit  by  its  bank¬ 
ing  subsidiary,  Fremont  Bank,  in  addition 
to  any  type  of  Insurance  sold  to  the  bank 
itself)  at  39150  Fremont  Boulevard,  Fre¬ 
mont,  California;  35880  Fremont  Boule¬ 
vard,  Fremont,  California;  and  4948 
Stevenson  Boulevard,  Fremont,  California, 
through  its  subsidiary,  Appraisal  Associates 
(5/23/77)  .* 

Rainier  Bancorporatlon,  Seattle,  Washington, 
notification  of  intent  to  engage  in  de  novo 
activities  (making  or  acquiring,  for  its  own 
account  or  for  the  account  of  others,  loans 
and  other  extensions  of  credit  Including  the 
making  of  consumer  Installment  loans, 
purchasing  consumer  Installment  sales 
finance  contracts,  and  making  of  loans  to 
small  businesses;  leasing  personal  property 
and  equipment,  or  acting  as  agent,  broker, 
or  adviser  in  such  leasing  where  at  the 
inception  of  the  initial  lease  the  effect  of 
the  transaction  (and,  with  respect  to  gov¬ 
ernmental  entitles  only,  reasonably  antic¬ 
ipated  future  transactions)  will  yield  a 
return  that  will  compensate  the  lessor  for 
not  less  than  the  lessor’s  full  investment 
in  the  property  plus  the  estimated  total 
cost  of  financing  the  property  over  the 
term  of  the  lease;  acting  as  Insurance  agent 
or  broker  wtlh  regard  to  credit  life  and 
disability  Insurance  relating  only  to  ex¬ 
tensions  of  credit  by  Rainier  Credit  Com¬ 
pany,  secured  or  unsecured,  with  the 
limitation  that  the  initial  amount  of  such 
insurance  Issued  with  respect  to  any 
debtors  may  at  no  time  exceed  the  amount 
owed  by  debtors)  at  1729  Tully  Road, 
Modesto,  California,  through  its  subsidiary. 
Rainier  Credit  Company  (5/28/77).* 

Rainier  Bancorporatlon,  Seattle.  Washington, 
notification  of  Intent  to  engage  in  de  novo 
activities  (making  or  acquiring,  for  its  own 
account  or  for  the  account  of  others,  loans 
and  other  extensions  of  credit  Including 
the  making  of  consumer  Installment  loans, 
purchasing  consumer  Installment  sales  fi¬ 
nance  contratcs,  and  making  of  loans  to 
small  businesses;  leasing  personal  property 
and  equipment,  or  acting  as  agent,  broker, 
or  adviser  in  such  leasing  where  at  the 
inception  of  the  initial  lease  the  effect  of 
the  transaction  (and,  with  respect  to  gov¬ 
ernmental  entltes  only,  reasonably  antic¬ 
ipated  future  transactions)  will  yield  a 
return  that  will  compensate  the  lessor  for 
not  less  than  the  lessor’s  full  investment 
in  the  property  plus  the  estimated  total 
cost  of  financing  the  property  over  the 
term  of  the  lease;  acting  as  Insurance  agent 
or  broker  with  regard  to  credit  life  and 
disability  insurance  relating  only  to  exten¬ 
sions  of  credit  by  Rainier  Credit  Company, 
secured  or  unsecured,  with  the  limitation 
that  the  initial  amount  of  such  Insurance 
Issued  with  respect  to  any  debtors  may  at 
no  time  exceed  the  amount  owed  by 
debtors)  at  3278  B  Lancaster  Drive  N.E., 
Salem,  Oregon,  through  its  subsidiary, 
Rainier  Credit  Company  (5/26/77)  .* 

*  •  •  *  • 

To  Expand  a  Bank  Holding  Company 
Pursuant  to  Section  4(c)  (12)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1956. 

PERMITTED 

American  Flnanial  Corporation,  Cincinnati. 
Ohio  and  its  subsidiaries,  notification  of 
intent  to  acquire  from  5  per  cent  to  35  per 


cent  of  the  outstanding  voting  shares  of 
the  following  24  specified  corporations:  Air 
Florida  Systems,  Inc.;  Bangor  Punta  Cor¬ 
poration;  The  Charter  Company;  Cowles 
Communications,  Inc.;  CNA  Financial  Cor¬ 
poration;  DWG  Corporation;  Floyd  Enter¬ 
prises,  Inc.;  General  Host  Corporation; 
Gulf  Life  Holding  Company;  Gulf  Life  In¬ 
surance  Company;  IC  Industries,  Inc.;  In¬ 
ternational  Mining  Corporation;  Lone  Star 
Industries,  Inc.;  New  York  Magazine  Com¬ 
pany.  Inc.;  The  New  York  Times  Company; 
Orion  Capital  Corporation;  Pennsylvania 
Engineering  Company;  The  Progressive 
Corporation;  Rapld-Amerlca  Corporation; 
Reliance  Group,  Inc.;  St.  Joe  Paper  Com¬ 
pany;  Stutz  Motor  Corporation  of  America, 
Inc.;  The  TI  Corporation  of  California;  and 
WtJT,  Inc.  (5/28/77).* 

•  •  •  •  9 

Certifications  Issued  Pursuant  to  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Tax  Act  of  1976. 

The  Signal  Companies,  Inc.,  Beverly  Hills, 
California  (‘‘Signal”),  (1)  prior  certifica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  §  6158(a)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  (“Code”)  that  its  divestiture 
of  462,636  shares  of  the  outstanding  voting 
stock  of  the  Arizona  Bank,  Phoenix,  Ari¬ 
zona  (“Bank”),  by  Signal  Equities  Com¬ 
pany,  Phoenix,  Arizona,  through  the  sale 
of  such  shares  to  Arizona  Equities  Inc., 
Phoenix,  Arizona,  was  necessary  or  appro¬ 
priate  tb  effectuate  the  policies  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  ( “BHC  Act”);  and 
(2)  final  certification  pursuant  to  {6158 
(c)  of  the  Code  that  Signal  has  (before  the 
expiration  of  the  period  prohibited  prop¬ 
erty  is  permitted  under  the  BHC  Act  to  be 
held  by  a  bank  holding  company)  ceased 
to  be  a  bank  holding  company.  (Legal 
Division  Docket  TCR  76-103. )« 

Clinton  Cable  TV  Co.,  Inc.,  Clinton,  Indiana 
(“Clinton”),  prior  certification,  pursuant 
to  1 1101(b)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
that  its  proposed  divestiture  of  all  of  the 
10,002  shares  of  Dulaney  National  Bank  of 
Marshall,  Marshall,  Illinois,  through  the 
pro  rata  distribution  of  such  shares  to  the 
common  shareholders  of  Clinton,  is  neces¬ 
sary  or  appropriate  to  effectuate  the  poli¬ 
cies  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act. 
(Legal  Division  Docket  TCR  76-131 ) .« 

304  Corporation,  Omaha,  Nebraska  (“304”), 
prior  certification,  pursuant  to  {  6158(a)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  that  its  pro¬ 
posed  sale  of  all  of  its  1,050  shares  of  the 
common  stock  of  Industrial  Loan  and  In¬ 
vestment  Company,  Omaha,  Nebraska,  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  to  effectuate  {  4 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act.  (Legal 
Division  Docket  TCR  76-140.)  4 

To  Establish  a  Domestic  Branch  Pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  9  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Act. 

The  Western  Security  Bank,  Sondusky,  Ohio. 
Branch  to  be  established  at  the  Intersec¬ 
tion  of  Route  250  and  Hull  Road,  Perkins 
Township,  Erie  County. 

The  Detroit  Bank — Livonia,  Michigan. 

Branch  to  be  established  at  29540  Seven 
Mile  Road  in  the  Livonia  Mall  (B-l  of  "B” 
Building),  Livonia,  Wayne  County. 

English  State  Bank,  English,  Indiana.  Branch 
to  be  established  in  the  Jay-C  Plaza  shop¬ 
ping  center  at  the  intersection  of  U.S. 
Highway  64  and  State  Road  37,  R.R.l,  Eng¬ 
lish,  Crawford  County. 

•  •  •  •  • 


4  Processed  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  under  delegated  authority. 
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To  Establish  an  Overseas  Branch  of  a 
Member  Bank  Pursuant  to  Section  25 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act. 

Security  National  Bank:  Branch — Manama, 
Bahrain. 

•  *  •  •  • 

To  Form  a  Bank  Holding  Company 
Pursuant  to  Section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1956. 

The  Mattatuck  Bancorp.  Inc..  Waterbury. 
Connecticut,  for  approval  to  acquire  80 
per  cent  of  the  voting  shares  (less  direc¬ 
tors’  qualifying  shares)  of  The  Mattatuck 
Bank  and  Trust  Company,  Waterbury. 
Connecticut. 

Union  Financial  Corporation.  Manhattan. 
Kansas,  for  approval  to  acquire  80  per  cent 
or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Union  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  and  Trust  Company  of  Man¬ 
hattan,  Kansas,  Manhattan.  Kansas. 

To  expand  a  Bank  Holding  Company 
Pursuant  to  Section  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Bank 
Houding  Company  Act  of  1956. 

Manufacturers  Hanover  Corporation,  New 
York,  New  York,  for  approval  to  acquire  all 
the  assets  of  Modern  Loan  Company. 
Incorporated,  Louisville,  Kentucky. 
Manufacturers  Hanover  Corporation.  New 
York,  New  York,  notification  of  Intent  to 
engage  in  de  novo  activities  (expand  the 
geographical  area  to  be  serviced  by  an  office 
In  Cincinnati,  Ohio  of  Manufacturers  Han¬ 
over  Leasing  Corporation;  leasing  real  and 
personal  property  on  a  full  payout  basis, 
acting  as  agent,  broker,  or  adviser  in  leas¬ 
ing  of  such  property  and  making  and  ac¬ 
quiring,  for  its  own  account  or  for  the  ac¬ 
count  of  others,  loans  and  other  extensions 
of  credit  with  respect  to  such  property 
and  servicing  such  leases,  loans  or  other 
extensions  of  credit  to  include  the  com¬ 
munities  served  by  the  Midwestern  and 
Eastern  editions  of  The  Wall  Street  Jour¬ 
nal)  (6/27/77).* 

First  &  Merchants  Corporation,  Richmond, 
Virginia,  notification  of  intent  to  engage 
in  de  novo  activities  (making  loans  for 
Its  own  account  principally  secured  by  sec¬ 
ond  mortgages  or  second  deeds  of  trust  and 
such  other  Incidental  activities  as  may  be 
necessary  to  the  business  of  making  such 
loans;  Including  acting  as  agent  for  the 
sale  of  credit  life,  credit  disability,  mort¬ 
gage  redemption,  and  mortgage  cancella¬ 
tion  Insurance  In  connection  with  the 
making  of  such  loans)  at  1510  Willow  Lawn 
Drive,  Richmond,  Virginia;  7825  Midlothian 
Turnpike,  Richmond,  Virginia;  9286  War¬ 
wick  Boulevard,  Newport  News,  Virginia; 
14749  Warwick  Boulevard,  Newport  News, 
Virginia;  11  Koger  Executive  Center,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Virginia;  4336  Virginia  Beach  Boule¬ 
vard,  Virginia  Beach,  Virginia;  3217-B 
Western  Branch  Boulevard.  Chesapeake, 
Virginia;  2036  Colonial  Avenue,  S.W.,  Roa¬ 
noke,  Virginia;  8027  Leesburg  Pike,  Vienna. 
Virginia;  6901  Old  Keen  Mill  Road.  Spring- 
field,  Virginia;  17  Executive  Park  Drive, 
N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia;  2106  South  Hamil¬ 
ton  Road,  Columbus,  Ohio;  150  Tri-County 
Parkway,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  (doing  business 
In  Ohio  as  First  A  Merchants  Mortgage 
Corporation) ;  416  Hungerford  Drive,  Rock¬ 
ville,  Maryland;  10750  Columbia  Turnpike, 
Sliver  Spring,  Maryland;  and  Beltway  Plaza. 
Camp  Springs,  Maryland;  through  its  sub¬ 
sidiary,  First  Realty  Mortgage  Corpora¬ 
tion  (6/26/77)  .* 

First  Bancgroup- Alabama,  Inc..  Mobile,  Ala¬ 
bama,  notification  of  Intent  to  engage  In 
de  novo  activities  (making  or  acquiring, 
for  Its  own  account  or  for  the  account  of 
others,  loans  and  other  extensions  of 
credit)  at  31  North  Royal  Street.  Mobile. 
Alabama  (6/28/77)  .* 


Associated  Bank  Corporation,  Mason  City, 
Iowa,  notification  of  Intent  to  relocate  de 
novo  activities  (leasing  personal  property 
and  equipment  or  acting  as  agent,  broker, 
or  adviser  in  leasing  of  such  property  where 
at  the  inception  of  the  Initial  lease  the 
expectation  ls  that  the  effect  of  the  trans¬ 
action  and  reasonably  anticipated  future 
transactions  with  the  same  lessee  as  to 
the  same  property  will  be  to  compensate 
the  lessor  for  not  less  than  the  lessor’s 
full  Investment  in  the  property  plus  the 
estimated  total  cost  of  financing  the  prop¬ 
erty  over  the  term  of  the  lease)  from  Iowa 
City,  Iowa,  to  5  West  State  Street.  Mason 
City,  Iowa,  through  its  subsidiary,  Leasing. 
Inc.  (5/12/77).* 

Affiliated  Bankshares  of  Colorado.  Inc.. 
Boulder,  Colorado,  notification  of  intent 
to  engage  in  de  novo  activities  (making, 
acquiring,  and/or  servicing  commercial 
and  residential  real  estate  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit)  at  201  West  8th 
Street.  Pueblo.  Colorado,  through  Its 
wholly-owned  subsidiary,  Piedmont  Mort¬ 
gage  and  Investment  Co.,  Inc.  (5/26/77).* 
BankOklahoma  Corp.,  Tulsa.  Oklahoma, 
notification  of  Intent  engage  In  de  novo 
activities  (to  make,  acquire,  sell  participa¬ 
tions,  and  or  service  for  its  own  account  or 
for  the  account  of  others,  loans  or  other 
extensions  of  -  credit  for  agricultural  and 
agricultural  related  purposes  as  well  as 
provide  other  ancillary  services)  at  High¬ 
way  54  East.  Guymon,  Oklahoma,  through 
Its  subsidiary.  BankOklahoma  A grl -Service 
Corp.,  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary,  in  a  gen¬ 
eral  partnership  known  as  Agbanc  of  Okla¬ 
homa  (5/23/77).* 

Peoples  Savings.  Inc..  Ottawa.  Kansas,  notifi¬ 
cation  of  intent  to  engage  In  de  novo  ac¬ 
tivities  (acting  as  Insurance  agent  and  or 
as  depositor  for  Insurance  commissions 
with  respect  to  the  sale  of  the  following 
types  of  Insurance:  credit  life  Insurance, 
level  term  credit  life  Insurance  and  credit 
health  and  accident  Insurance  directly  re¬ 
lated  to  extensions  of  credit  by  the  bank 
holding  company's  subsidiary  bank.  Peo¬ 
ples  National  Bank  &  Trust,  Ottawa. 
Kansas)  on  the  premises  of  Peoples  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  &  Trust.  434  South  Main. 
Ottawa.  Kansas  (5*94/77).* 

Reports  Received 

Current  Report  Filed  Pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  13  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act. 

Union  Bank  A  Trtist  Company.  Montgomery, 
Alabama. 

•  •  -  •  •  • 

Proxy  Statement  (Special  Meeting' 
Filed  Pursuant  to  Section  14(a)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act. 

Hempstead  Bank.  Hempstead.  New  York. 

•  •  •  •  • 
Petitions  for  Rulemaking 

None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  June  10,  1977. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

| FR  Doc.77-17203  Filed  6- 15-77; 8: 45  am) 

INDUSTRIAL  LOAN  AND  INVESTMENT  CO. 

Order  Approving  Formation  of  a  Bank 
Holding  Company  and  Continuation  of 
Industrial  Loan  Company  and  Insurance 
Agency  Activities 

Industrial  Loan  and  Investment  Com¬ 
pany,  Sedalia.  Missouri,  has  applied  for 


the  Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a) 

( 1 )  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act 
(“Act”)  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(a)(1))  of  for¬ 
mation  of  a  bank  holding  company 
through  acquisition  of  87.67  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Bank  of  Ionia,  Ionia, 
Missouri  ("Bank”).  At  the  same  time. 
Applicant  has  applied,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  4(c)<8>  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

5  1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.4(b)(2)  of  the 
Board’s  Regulation  Y  12  CFR  §  225.4(b) 

(2)  ,  for  permission  to  continue  to  engage 
in  the  activities  of  an  Industrial  loan 
company  and  to  continue  to  engage  in  the 
sale  of  credit  life  and  credit  accident  and 
health  insurance  directly  related  to  ex¬ 
tensions  of  credit  by  Applicant.  Such 
activities  have  been  determnned  by  the 
Board  to  be  closely  related  to  banking  (12 
CFR  5  225.4(a)  (2)  and  (9)). 

Notice  of  the  applications,,  affording 
opportunity  for  interested  persons 
to  submit  comments  and  views,  has 
been  given  in  accordance  with  §5  3 
and  4  of  the  Act  (41  FR  35908) .  The  time 
for  filing  comments  and  views  has  ex¬ 
pired,  and  the  Board  has  considered  the 
applications  and  all  comments  received 
in  light  of  the  factors  set  forth  in  sec¬ 
tion  3(c)  of  the  Act  and  the  considera¬ 
tions  specified  in  section  4(c)(8)  of  the 
Act. 

Applicant  is  chartered  as  an  industrial 
loan  company  under  Chapter  368  of  the 
Missouri  Revised  Statutes  and  engages 
in  the  activity  of  making  small  loans. 
Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  State  law. 
Applicant  also  engages  in  the  business 
of  selling  debt  instruments  in  the  form 
of  uninsured  passbook  investment  cer¬ 
tificates  and  term  investment  crtiflcates, 
an  activity  similar  to  the  deposit-taking 
activities  of  a  commercial  bank.1 

Applicant  is  a  relatively  small  institu¬ 
tion  (assets  of  $9.1  million)  and  operates 
its  sole  office  in  Sedalia,  Missouri.5  Bank 
(deposits  of  $2.6  million)  is  the  smallest 
of  five  banks  operating  in  the  Warsaw 
banking  market,  and  controls  6.1  per 
cent  (as  of  December  31,  1975)  of  the 
total  deposits  in  commercial  banks  in 
that  market.*  Although  Applicant  and 
Bank  offer  some  similar  services,  Ap¬ 
plicant  does  not  compete  in  the  Warsaw 
banking  market,  and  the  proposed  ac¬ 
quisition  would  not  result  in  the  elimina¬ 
tion  of  any  existing  competition.  More¬ 
over,  in  view  of  the  relatively  small  size 
of  Applicant  and  Bank,  it  appears  that 
the  proposal  would  not  have  significant 
adverse  effects  upon  potential  competi¬ 
tion,  nor  would  it  increase  the  concen- 


1  Although  chartered  by  the  State,  Ap¬ 
plicant  at  the  present  time  ls  not  subject  to 
any  significant  regulation  or  examination  by 
a  State  regulatory  authority.  However,  upon 
becoming  a  bank  holding  company,  AppU- 
cant  would  become  subject  to  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  and  supervision  and 
regulation  by  the  Board.  In  addition,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  5(c)  of  the  Act,  AppUcant 
would  be  required  to  file  regular  reports  with 
the  Board  and  would  be  subject  to  exam¬ 
ination. 

*  Unless  otherwise  Indicated,  all  banking 
data  are  as  of  December  31,  1976. 

3  The  Warsaw  banklhg  market  is  approxi¬ 
mated  by  Benton  County. 
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(ration  of  banking  resources.  Accord¬ 
ingly.  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  of  record, 
the  Board  concludes  that  competitive 
considerations  are  consistent  with  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application  to  acquire  Bank. 

The  financial  and  managerial  resources 
and  future  prospects  of  Applicant  and 
Bank  are  regarded  as  satisfactory  and 
consistent  with  approval  of  the  appli¬ 
cation.  Although  consummation  of  the 
proposed  transaction  may  not  result  in 
any  immediate  benefits  to  the  public. 
Applicant  is  substantially  larger  than 
Bank  and  possesses  some  managerial 
and  technical  resources  that  are  un¬ 
available  to  Bank  due  to  its  relatively 
small  size.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition  would  provide  Bank 
with  access  to  Aplicant’s  greater  re¬ 
sources  and  thereby  enhance  Bank’s 
ability  to  improve  services  to  the  com¬ 
munity.  Accordingly,  considerations  re¬ 
lating  to  the  convenience  and  needs  of 
the  community  to  be  served  lend  some 
weight  toward  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion.  It  is  the  Board’s  judgment  that 
consummation  of  the  proposal  to  form 
a  bank  holding  company  would  be  in  the 
public  interest  and  the  application 
should  be  approved. 

In  connection  with  the  application  to 
become  a  bank  holding  company.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  applied,  pursuant  to 
§  225.4(a)  (2)  and  (9)  of  Regulation  Y,  to 
continue  to  engage  in  the  activities  of  an 
industrial  loan  company  and  continue 
selling  credit  life  and  credit  accident  and 
health  insurance  directly  related  to  ex¬ 
tensions  of  credit  by  the  industrial  loan 
company.*  Approval  of  these  applications 
would  enable  Applicant  to  acquire  Bank, 
which  acquisition  is  viewed  as  being  in 
the  public  interest.  Moreover,  approval 
of  these  applications  would  serve  to  as¬ 
sure  the  residents  of  Sedalia  and  nearby 
areas  of  a  convenient  source  of  industrial 
loan  and  credit-related  insurance  serv¬ 
ices,  and  the  Boa.d  views  these  results 
as  being  in  the  public  interest.  It  does  not 
appear  that  Applicant’s  continuation  of 
these  activities  would  have  any  signifi¬ 
cant  adverse  effects  on  competition.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  there  is  no  evidence  in  the 
record  indicating  that  consummation  of 
the  proposal  would  result  in  any  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  unfair  com¬ 
petition,  conflicts  of  interest,  unsound 
,  banking  practices  or  other  adverse  ef¬ 
fects  on  the  public  interest. 

Based  on  the  foregoing  and  other  con¬ 
siderations  reflected  in  the  record,  the 
Board  has  determined  that  the  consid¬ 
erations  affecting  the  competitive  factors 
under  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  and  the 
balance  of  the  public  interest  factors  the 
Board  must  consider  under  section  4(c) 
(8)  of  the  Act  both  favor  approval  of 
Applicant’s  proposals. 


‘Applicant  is  also  engaged  in  leasing  ac¬ 
tivities  of  a  type  generally  permissible  for 
bank  holding  companies.  Applicant  has  in¬ 
dicated  that  upon  becoming  a  bank  holding 
company  it  would  promptly  file  an  applica¬ 
tion,  pursuant  to  the  relevant  provisions  of 
Regulation  Y,  to  continue  to  engage  In  such 
leasing  activities. 


Accordingly,  the  applications  are  ap¬ 
proved  for  the  reasons  summarized  above. 
The  acquisition  of  Bank  shall  not  be 
made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calendar 
day  following  the  effective  date  of  this 
Order;  nor  (b)  later  than  three  months 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  Order  un¬ 
less  such  period  is  extended  for  good 
cause  by  the  Board  or  by  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Bank  of  Kansas  City  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority.  The  determination 
as  to  Applicant’s  industrial  loan  and  in¬ 
surance  activities  is  subject  to  the  con¬ 
ditions  set  forth  in  §  225.4(c)  of  Regula¬ 
tion  Y  and  to  the  Board’s  authority  to 
require  reports  by,  and  make  examina¬ 
tions  of,  holding  companies  and  their 
subsidiaries  and  to  require  such  modifica¬ 
tion  or  termination  of  the  activities  of 
a  bank  holding  company  or  any  of  its 
subsidiaries  as  the  Board  finds  neces¬ 
sary  to  assure  compliance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  and  purposes  of  the  Act  and  the 
Board’s  regulations  and  orders  issued 
thereunder  or  to  prevent  evasion  thereof. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,' 
effective  June  10,  1977. 

Ruth  A.  Rexster, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.77-17202  Filed  0-15-77:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration 

INTERAGENCY  COMMITTEE  ON  FEDERAL 
ACTIVITIES  FOR  ALCOHOL,  ABUSE  AND 
ALCOHOLISM 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  Section  10(a)  (2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(5  U.S.C.  Appendix  I) ,  announcement  is 
made  of  the  following  National  Advisory 
body  scheduled  to  assemble  during  the 
month  of  July  1977: 

Interagency  Committee  on  Federal  Ac¬ 
tivities  for  Alcohol  Abuse  and  Alco¬ 
holism  * 

July  19,  9:30  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.,  Confer¬ 
ence  Rooms  “G”  and  “H”  Parklawn 
Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
Maryland  20857. 

Open  Meeting:  Contact — James 
Vaughan,  Room  16C-10,  Parklawn  Build¬ 
ing,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Mary¬ 
land  20857,  301-443-3888. 

Purpose:  The  Interagency  Committee 
on  Federal  Activities  for  Alcohol  Abuse 
and  Alcoholism:  (1)  Evaluates  the  ade¬ 
quacy  and  technical  soundness  of  all 
Federal  programs  and  activities  which 
relate  to  alcohol  abuse  -and  alcoholism 
and  provides  for  the  communication  and 
exchange  of  information  necessary  to 
maintain  the  coordination  and  effective¬ 
ness  of  such  programs  and  activities; 
and  (2)  seeks  to  coordinate  efforts  un¬ 
dertaken  to  deal  with  alcohol  abuse  and 


•  Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Gardner,  Walllch,  Col  dwell. 
Jackson,  Partee,  and  Lilly. 


alcoholism  in  carrying  out  Federal 
health,  welfare,  rehabilitation,  highway 
safety,  law  enforcement,  and  economic 
opportunity  laws. 

Agenda:  This  meeting  will  be  open  to 
the  public.  The  meeting  will  consist  of 
presentations  by  Committee  groups  of 
their  current  and  proposed  activities. 
The  Department  of  Justice  will  make  a 
presentation  on  its  programs  relating  to 
alcohol  abuse  and  alcoholism.  Reports 
will  also  be  given  on  current  legislative 
activities,  interagency  agreements,  and 
data  gathering  activities. 

Substantive  program  information  may 
be  obtained  from  the  contact  person, 
listed  above.  The  NIAAA  Information 
Officer  who  will  furnish  summaries  of 
the  meeting  and  a  roster  of  Committee 
members  is  Mr.  Henry  Bell,  Associate  Di¬ 
rector  for  Public  Affairs,  National  In¬ 
stitute  on  Alcohol  Abuse  and  Alcoholism, 
Room  11A-17,  Parklawn  Building,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland,  20857, 
301-443-3306. 

Dated:  June  10,  1977. 

Carolyn  T.  Evans, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and 
Mental  Health  Administra¬ 
tion. 

[FR  Doc.77-17096  Filed  6-15-77:8:46  am] 


Office  of  Education 

HANDICAPPED  MEDIA  SERVICES  AND 
CAPTIONED  FILMS 

Notice  of  Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of 
Applications 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  section  652 
of  Part  F  of  the  Education  of  the  Handi¬ 
capped  Act  (20  U.S.C.  1452),  applica¬ 
tions  are  being  accepted  for  the  support 
of  research,  training  of  personnel  and 
the  use  of  educational  media  and/or 
technology  for  the  education  of  the  han¬ 
dicapped.  The  U.S.  Commissioner  of  Ed¬ 
ucation  has  established  a  final  closing 
date  of  July  18,  1977  for  the  receipt  of 
applications  for  grant  awards  under  this 
new  Media  Research  and  Training  Pro¬ 
gram. 

Under  the  Media  Research  and  Train¬ 
ing  Program,  the  Office  of  Education  is 
interested  in  projects  focusing  on: 

(1)  Research  to  identify  and  meet  the 
full  range  of  special  needs  of  the  handi¬ 
capped  relative  to  instructional  materi¬ 
als  and  instructional  technology; 

(2)  Development  or  demonstration  of 
new,  or  improvements  in  existing  meth¬ 
ods,  approaches,  or  techniques,  which 
would  contribute  to  the  adjustment  and 
education  erf  such  persons  through  use  of 
such  persons  through  use  of  instruc¬ 
tional  materials,  media,  and/or  tech¬ 
nology: 

(3)  Training  (either  directly  or  other¬ 
wise)  of  professional  and  allied  person¬ 
nel  engaged  or  preparing  to  engage  in 
programs  specifically  designed  for  such 
persons. 

Awards  will  be  made  on  the  basis  of 
the  criteria  set  forth  in  45  CFR  I00a.26 
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(b).  The  amount  of  funds  available  for 
this  grant  program  for  fiscal  year  1977  is 
approximately  $3  million  dollars.  Ap¬ 
proximately  25  to  40  projects  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  funded  prior  to  September 
30,  1977.  The  funding  level  for  each  of 
these  projects  may  average  between  $50,- 
000  and  $200,000. 

Applications  must  be  received  by  the 
U.S.  Office  of  Education  Application  Con¬ 
trol  Center  on  or  before  July  25,  1977. 

A.  Applications  sent  by  mail.  An  ap¬ 
plication  sent  by  mail  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  as  follows:  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion,  Application  Control  Center,  400 
Maryland  Ave.,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202,  Attention:  13.446.  An  application 
sent  by  mail  will  be  considered  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  time  by  the  Application  Con¬ 
trol  Center  if : 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  by  reg¬ 
istered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than 
July  20,  1977  as  evidenced  by  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  postmark  on  the  wrapper 
or  envelope,  or  on  the  original  receipt 
from  the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  mall- 
rooms  in  Washington,  D.C. 

(In  establishing  the  date  of  receipt,  the 
Commissioner  will  rely  on  the  time-date 
stamp  of  such  mailrooms  or  other  docu¬ 
mentary  evidence  of  receipt  maintained 
by  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion.) 

B.  Hand  delivered  applications.  An  ap¬ 
plication  to  be  hand  delivered  must  be 
taken  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  Ap¬ 
plication  Control  Center,  Room  5673,  Re¬ 
gional  Office  Building  Three,  7th  and  D 
Streets,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  Hand 
delivered  applications  will  be  accepted 
dally  between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and 
4:00  p.m.  Washington,  D.C.  time  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  Federal  holidays. 
Applications  will  not  be  accepted  by  the 
Application  Control  Center  after  4:00 
p.m.,  Washington,  D.C.  time,  on  the  clos¬ 
ing  date. 

C.  Program  information  and  forms. 
Further  information  and  application 
forms  may  be  obtained  from  the  Division 
of  Media  Services.  Bureau  of  Education 
for  the  Handicapped,  Office  of  Education, 
40  Maryland  Avenue,  8.W.,  (Donohoe 
Building,  Room  4821,  CF&T  Branch), 
Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

D.  Applicable  regulations.  The  regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  this  program  include 
the  Office  of  Education  General  Provi¬ 
sions  Regulations  (45  CFR  Parts  100  and 
100a)  and  the  applicable  program  regu¬ 
lations  (Subparts  A  and  D  of  45  CFR 
1211,  excepting  section  1211.51) 

(20  U.S.C.  1452) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance,  No. 
18.446  Handicapped  Media  Services  and  Cap¬ 
tioned  Films.) 

Dated:  June  7, 1977. 

Ernbst  L.  Boykr, 
Commissioner  of  Education. 
fFR  Doc.77-17109  Filed  6-16-77:8:46  am] 


NOTICES 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

HEALTH  CARE  FINANCING 
ADMINISTRATION,  ET  AL 

Amendment  of  Reorganization  Order 

The  Reorganization  Order  42  FR  13262, 
March  9,  1977,  as  amended  by  42  FR 
19405,  April  13,  1977,  is  further  amended 
as  follows: 

Part  I,  Paragraph  E.  Subparagraph  2. 
is  deleted. 

Dated:  June  7. 1977. 

John  D.  Young, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Management  and  Budget. 

j  KR  Poc.77  17256  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am| 


Public  Health  Service 

HEALTH  RESOURCES  ADMINISTRATION 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  delegated  to  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  for  Health  on  April  12, 
1977  (42  FR  23179>,  by  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  made  the 
following  delegation  of  authority  under 
Part  F  of  Title  VH  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  295g) ,  as  amended 
by  Public  Laws  94-484  and  94-573,  pro¬ 
viding  for  grants  and  contracts  for  pro¬ 
grams  and  projects  concerning  health 
professions  schools  and  training: 

Delegation  by  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health  to  the  Administrator,  Health 
Resources  Administration,  with  authority 
to  redelegate,  subject  to  section  707  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act,  of  the  au¬ 
thorities  delegated  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Health  under  Part  F  of 
Title  VII  of  the  Public  Health  Service 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  295g),  except  for  the 
authority  to  issue  regulations,  the  au¬ 
thority  under  section  785  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  295g-5> 
providing  for  occupational  health  train¬ 
ing  and  education  centers,  and  the 
authority  under  Section  790  of  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  295g- 
10)  insofar  as  the  general  provisions 
thereunder  are  applicable  to  section  785. 

This  delegation  is  effective  on  Jhne  7. 
1977. 

Dated:  June  7,  1977. 

R.  Moure. 

Executive  Officer. 

Public  Health  Service. 

[FR  Doc.77-17255  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

[  AA-6661-B] 

ALASKA 

Native  Claims  Selection 

Junk  6,  1977. 

On  April  23.  1974,  Eklutna,  Inc.  filed 
selection  application  AA-6661-B  under 
the  provisions  of  section  12(a)  (1)  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act,  85 
Stat.  688,  of  December  18,  1971,  for  the 
surface  estate  of  lands  located  In  the 
vicinity  of  Eagle  River,  Alaska  which 
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included  lands  in  the  SV2SWV4  of  sec¬ 
tion  32,  T.  15  N„  R.  1  W.,  Seward  Merid¬ 
ian. 

On  March  30,  1976,  the  Stateof  Alaska 
land  selection  A-061179  was  rejected  as 
to  the  above-mentioned  parcel  because 
the  provisions  of  sections  11(a)(2)  and 
12(a)(1)  of  the  act,  supra.,  superseded 
the  provisions  of  6(b)  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  of  July  7,  1958,  72  Stat. 
339.  The  State  did  not  appeal  the  rejec¬ 
tion. 

The  village  selection  application  AA- 
666 1-B  for  the  lands  described  below 
was  properly  filed  and  has  been  found  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  Depart¬ 
mental  regulations  issued  pursuant  to 
ANCSA.  The  lands  are  unoccupied  and 
do  not  include  any  lawful  entry  per¬ 
fected  under  or  being  maintained  in 
compliance  with  laws  leading  to  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  title. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  surface 
estate  of  the  following  described  sur¬ 
veyed  lands,  containing  80  acres,  is  con¬ 
sidered  proper  for  acquisition  by  Eklutna. 
Inc.,  subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  and 
is  hereby  approved  for  patent  pursuant 
to  section  14(a)  of  the  act,  supra. 

T.  15  N.,  R.  1  W.,  Seward  Meridian  (Surveyed* 

sec.  32,  SVfeSWtfc. 

The  patent  to  Eklutna,  Inc.  for  the 
surface  estate  of  the  lands  described 
above  shall  contain  the  following  reser¬ 
vations  to  the  United  States: 

1.  A  right-of-way  thereon  for  ditches 
and  canals  construction  by  the  authority 
of  the  United  States  (act  of  August  30, 
1890  (26  Stat.  391;  43  U.S.C.  945>). 

2.  A  right-of-way  thereon  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  railroads,  telegraph  and  tele¬ 
phone  lines  as  prescribed  and  directed 
by  the  act  of  March  12,  1914  « 38  Stat. 
305;  43  U.S.C.  975(d)). 

.3.  The  subsurface  estate  therein,  and 
all  rights,  privileges,  immunities,  and 
appurtenances,  of  whatsoever  nature, 
accruing  unto  said  subsurface  estate 
pursuant  to  the  Alaska  Native  Claims 
Settlement  Act  of  December  18,  1971  (85 
Stat.  688  ;  43  U.8.C.  1601-1624). 

4.  Pursuant  to  section  17(b)  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18.  1971  (85  Stat.  688;  43 

U. S.C.  1601-1624),  the  following  ease¬ 
ments,  referenced  by  easement  identifi¬ 
cation  number  (EIN)  on  the  easement 
map  in  case  file  AA-6661-EE.  are  re¬ 
served  to  the  United  States  and  subject 
to  further  regulation  thereby:  , 

a.  (EIN  52  C)  The  right  of  the  United 
States  to  enter  upon  the  lands  herein 
granted  for  cadastral,  geodetic,  or  other 
survey  purposes  is  reserved  together  with 
the  right  to  do  all  things  necessary  in 
connection  therewith. 

b.  (EIN  53  C)  Easements  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  energy,  fuel,  and  natural 
resources  which  are  the  property  of  the 
United  States  or  which  are  intended 
for  delivery  to  the  United  States  or 
which  are  produced  by  the  United  States. 
These  easements  also  include  the  right 
to  build  any  related  facilities  necessary 
for  the  exercise  of  the  right  to  transport 
energy,  fuel,  and  natural  resources  In¬ 
cluding  those  related  facilities  necessary 
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during  periods  of  planning,  locating,  con¬ 
structing,  operating,  maintaining  or 
terminating  transportation  systems. 
The  specific  location  of  these  easements 
shall  be  determined  only  after  consulta¬ 
tion  with  the  owner  of  the  servient  es¬ 
tate.  Whenever  the  use  of  such  ease¬ 
ments  will  require  removal  or  reloca¬ 
tion  with  the  owner  of  the  servient 
estate.  Whoever  the  use  of  such  ease¬ 
ments  will  require  removal  or  relocation 
of  any  structure  owned  or  authorized 
by  the  owner  of  the  servient  estate,  such 
use  shall  not  be  initiated  without  the 
consent  of  the  owner  of  such  improve¬ 
ment;  Provided,  however ,  That  the 
United  States  may  exercise  the  right  of 
eminent  domain  if  such  consent  is  not 
given.  Only  those  portions  of  these  ease¬ 
ments  that  are  actually  in  use  or  that 
are  expressly  authorized  on  March  3, 
1996,  shall  continue  to  be  in  force. 

There  are  no  inland  water  bodies 
known  to  be  navigable  by  reason  of 
travel,  trade  and  commerce  within  the 
area  described  above. 

The  grant  of  lands  by  the  patent  shall 
be  subject  to: 

1.  Valid  existing  rights  therein,  if  any, 
including  but  not  limited  to  those 
created  by  any  lease  (including  a  lease 
issued  under  section  6<g)  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  (72  Stat.  339,  341)),  con¬ 
tract,  permit,  right-of-way  or  easement, 
and  the  right  of  the  lessee,  contractee, 
permittee,  or  grantee  to  the  complete 
enjoyment  of  all  rights,  privileges,  and 
benefits  thereby  granted  to  him. 

2.  Requirements  of  section  14(c)  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act,  85 
Stat.  688,  703;  43  U.S.C.  1613(c)  that 
the  grantee  hereunder  convey  those  por¬ 
tions,  if  any,  of  the  land  hereinabove 
granted,  as' are  prescribed  in  said  section. 

3.  The  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
agreement  dated  January  18,  1977,  be¬ 
tween  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Cook 
Inlet  Region,  Inc.,  Eklutna,  Inc.,  and 
other  Cook  Inlet  village  corporations.  A 
copy  of  the  agreement  shall  be  attached 
to  and  become  a  part  of  the  conveyance 
document  and  shall  be  recorded  there¬ 
with.  A  copy  of  the  agreement  is  located 
in  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  file 
AA— 6661— EE.  Any  person  wishing  to  ex¬ 
amine  the  agreement  may  do  so  at  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Alaska 
State  Office,  555  Cordova  Street,  Anchor¬ 
age,  Alaska  99501. 

Conveyance  of  the  remaining  entitle¬ 
ment  to  Eklutna,  Inc.  will  be  made  at  a 
later  date.  Patent  to  the  subsurface 
estate  of  the  land  described  above  will  be 
simultaneously  granted  to  Cook  Inlet 
Region,  Inc.,  pursuant  to  section  14(f) 
and  22  ( j )  of  the  act,  supra. 

In  accordance  with  Departmental  reg¬ 
ulation  43  CFR  2650.7(d),  notice  of  this 
decision  is  being  published  once  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  once  a  week,  for 
four  (4)  consecutive  weeks,  in  the 
ANCHORAGE  DAILY  TIMES.  Any  party 
claiming  a  property  interest  in  land  af¬ 
fected  by  this  decision  may  appeal  the 
decision  to  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Ap¬ 
peal  Board,  P.O.  Box  2433,  Anchorage, 
Alaska  99510  and  4  copy  served  upon  the 
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Bureau  of  Land  Management  and  the 
Regional  Solicitor,  Office  of  the  Solicitor, 
510  L  Street,  Suite  408,  Anchorage,  Alas¬ 
ka  99501,  also: 

1.  Any  party  receiving  actual  notice  of 
this  decision  shall  have  30  days  from  the 
receipt  of  this  decision  to  file  an  appeal. 

2.  Any  unknown  parties,  any  parties 
unable  to  be  located  after  reasonable 
efforts  have  been  expended  to  locate,  and 
any  parties  who  failed  or  refused  to  sign 
a  receipt  for  actual  notice  shall  have 
until  July  18,  1977  to  file  an  appeal. 

3.  Any  party  known  or  unknown  who 
may  claim  a  property  interest  which  is 
adversely  affected  by  this  decision  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  waived  their  rights 
which  were  adversely  affected  unless  an 
appeal  is  timely  filed  with  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Appeal  Board. 

4.  If  Eklutna,  Inc.,  or  Cook  Inlet 
Region,  Inc.,  objects  to  any  easement 
identified  herein  for  reservation  in  the- 
conveyance,  which  is  subject  to  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  State  Director  and  not 
reserved  pursuant  to  an  express  Secre¬ 
tarial  directive,  they  must  file  a  petition 
for  reconsideration  with  the  State  Direc¬ 
tor,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  555 
Cordova  Street,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99501, 
or  it  will  be  deemed  that  they  have 
waived  the  right  to  contest  it.  A  copy  of 
the  petition  should  be  served  upon  the 
Regional  Solicitor,  Office  of  the  Solicitor, 
510  L  Street,  Suite  408.  Anchorage, 
Alaska  9950 L 

To  avoid  summary  dismissal  of  the 
appeal,  there  must  be  strict  compliance 
with  the  regulations  governing  such  ap¬ 
peal.  Further  information  on  the  manner 
of,  and  requirements  for,  filing  an  ap¬ 
peal  may  be  obtained  from  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  555  Cordova  Street, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99501. 

Robert  E.  Sorenson, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

(PR  Doc.77-17070  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
ALASKA 

[AA-6695-A  and  AA-6095-B] 

AL  SKA 

Native  Claims  Selection 

On  January  28,  1977,  the  Alaska  Na¬ 
tive  Claims  Appeal  Board 1  directed  pub¬ 
lication  of  the  October  10,  1975  decision 
(as  amended  by  decision  of  December  10, 
1975) ,  as  amended  by  the  addition  of 
easement  reservations  mandated  by  Sec¬ 
retarial  Order  No.  2987,  41  FR  11331 
(1976),  and  Secretarial  Order  No.  2982, 
41  FR  6295  (1976). 


1  Editorial  Note  :  The  following  are  filed  as 
part  of  the  original  document: 

1.  Alaska  Native  Claims  Appeal  Board 

memorandum  and  order  regarding  appeal  of 
State  of  Alaska  from  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement  decision  #AA-6696-A,  AA-6695-B 
(Port  Graham) .  « 

2.  Letter  of  Alaska  Native  Claims  Board 
to  Joint  Federal-State  Land  Use  Planning 
Commission  requesting  review  of  certain 
easements  which  are  the  subject  of  the  ap¬ 
peal  cited  In  Item  1  above. 


Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  above,  the 
decision  to  convey  lands  to  The  Port 
Graham  Corporation  is  hereby  published 
once  in  the  Federal  Register  and  once 
a  week  for  four  (4)  consecutive  weeks  in 
the  Anchorage  Daily  Times. 

Certified  Mail 
Return  Receipt  Requested 

decision 

Port  Graham  Corporation,  Port  Graham 
via  Homer,  Alaska  99603. 

AA-6695-A  AA-6695-B  Village  Selections. 

LANDS  PROPER  FOR  SELECTION 
APPROVED  FOR  INTERIM  CONVEYANCE 
OR  PATENT 

On  May  21  and  November  15,  1974,  the  Port 
Graham  Corporation  filed  selection  applica¬ 
tions  AA-6695-A  and  AA-6695-B,  respectively, 
under  the  provisions  of  section  12(a)  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of  De¬ 
cember  18,  1971,  for  the  surface  estate  of  cer¬ 
tain  lands  In  T.  9  S.,  R.  15  W.;  T.  10  S.,  Rs. 
13-15  W.;  T.  11  S.,  Rs.  13-14  W.;  and  T.  12  S., 
R.  13  W.,  all  Seward  Meridian.  Both  applica¬ 
tions  have  been  amended  several  times. 

The  applications,  as  amended,  are  properly 
filed  and  met  the  requirements  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  issued  pursuant  to  the  act.  The  selected 
lands  described  below  are  unoccupied  and  do, 
not  Include  any  lawful  entry  perfected  under 
or  being  maintained  in  compliance  with  laws 
leading  to  acquisition  of  title. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  surface  estate 
In  and  to  the  following  described  lands,  con¬ 
taining  approximately  65,917  acres,  is  con¬ 
sidered  proper  for  acquisition  by  the  Port 
Graham  Corporation  and  Is  hereby  approved 
for  interim  cbnveyanoe  or  patent  pursuant 
to  section  14(a)  of  the  act: 

T.  9  S.,  R.  15  W.,  Seward  Meridian  (Unsur¬ 
veyed), 

Sec.  2,  S W */4 N W *4 S W % ,  W>/2SW«4SW!4. 
se  >iswi4SW»/4: 

Secs.  3  and  4,  all,  excluding  fractional 
Native  allotment  application  AA-7203; 

Secs.  5-7,  fractional: 

Secs.  8-10,  all; 

Sec.  11,  SW */4 S W '4 NE ^4 ,  SWViNEViNWK. 
Wy2NW>4,  SE V4 N W % ,  SWV4,  SWKNE* 
SE14,  W>4  SEV4,  SE14SE14; 

Sec.  12,  NWi4SWy4SW>4.  S^SViSWfc; 

Secs.  13-17,  all; 

Sec.  18,  fractional; 

Sec.  19,  fractional,  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ment  application  AA-7261; 

Sec.  20,  fractional: 

Secs.  21-26,  all. 

Sec.  27,  all,  excluding  fractional  Native 
allotment  application  AA-7194; 

Sec.  28,  fractional,  excluding  fractional 
Native  allotment  application  AA-7194; 

Sec.  29,  fractional; 

Sec.  31,  fractional,  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ment  applications  AA-7535  and  AA-7936 
Parcel  A  and  fractional  Native  allotment 
application  A-053499; 

Sec.  34,  fractional,  excluding  fractional 
Native  allotment  application  AA-7194; 

Sec.  35,  fractional; 

Sec  36,  all. 

T.  10  S.,  R.  13  W.  Seward  Meridian  (Unsur¬ 
veyed) , 

Secs.  2  and  3,  all; 

Secs.  10  and  11,  all; 

Secs.  13-16,  all; 

Sec.  20,  all,  excluding  fractional  Native 
allotment  application  AA-8194  Parcel  A; 

Sec.  21,  all; 

Sec.  22,  all,  excluding  fractional  Native 
allotment  application  AA-8194  Parcel  G; 

Secs.  23  and  24,  all; 

Secs.  25  and  26,  fractional; 

Sec.  27,  all,  excluding  fractional  Native 
allotment  application  AA-8194  Parcel  C; 

Sec.  28.a!l; 
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Sec.  29,  all,  excluding  Native  allotment 
application  AA-8194  Parcel  B  and  frac¬ 
tional  Parcel  A; 

Secs.  32  and  33,  all; 

Secs.  34-36,  fractional. 

T.  10  8.,  R.  14  W.,  Seward  Meridian  (Unsur- 
veyed) , 

Secs.  19  and  20,  all; 

Secs.  25-32,  all. 

T.  10  S.,  R.  15  W.,  Seward  Meridian  (Unsur- 
veyed) , 

Sec.  1,  all; 

Sec.  2,  fractional,  excluding  fractional 
Native  allotment  application  AA-7199 
Parcel  B; 

Sec.  3,  fractional,  excluding  fractional 
Native  allotment  applications  A-053493, 
A-056855  Parcel  B  and  AA-7199  Parcel  B: 

Sec.  4,  fractional,  excluding  fractional 
Native  allotment  applications  A-053493, 
A-056855  Farcel  B,  AA-7202  and  AA-7260: 

Sec.  5,  fractional,  excluding  fractional 
Native  allotment  application  AA-7076; 

Sec.  6,  all; 

Sec.  7,  fractional,  excluding  fractional 
Native  allotment  applications  AA-7549 
and  AA-7779; 

Sec.  8,  all; 

Sec.  9,  all,  excluding  fractional  Native  allot¬ 
ment  applications  A-056855  Parcel  B  and 
AA-7260; 

Sec.  10,  fractional,  excluding  fractional 
Native  allotment  applications  A-056855 
Parcel  B,  AA-7195  and  AA-8159; 

Sec.  12,  all,  excluding  fractional  Native 
allotment  application  A-053495  Parcel  B; 

Sec.  13,  all.  excluding  Native  allotment 
application  AA-7196; 

Sec.  14,  fractional,  excluding  Native  allot¬ 
ment  applications  AA-7200  and  AA-7937 
and  fractional  Native  allotment  applica¬ 
tions  AA-7197  and  AA-7198: 

Sec.  15,  fractional; 

Sec.  16,  all; 

Sec.  17,  fractional; 

Sec.  18,  fractional,  excluding  fractional 
Native  allotment  application  AA-7779; 

Secs.  19  and  20.  fractional; 

Secs.  21-36:  all. 

T.  11  S.,  R.  13  W..  Seward  Meridian  (Unsur¬ 
veyed), 

Secs.  1-3,  fractional; 

Secs.  4-6,  all; 

Secs.  7-10,  fractional; 

Secs.  12  and  13,  fractional; 

Secs.  15-18,  fractional; 

Sec.  19,  all: 

Secs.  20-22,  fractional: 

Secs.  29  and  30,  fractional. 

T.  11  S.,  R.  14  W.,  Seward  Meridian  (Unsur¬ 
veyed), 

Sec.  1,  all. 

T.  12  S.,  R.  13  W.,  Seward  Meridian  (Unsur¬ 
veyed), 

Secs.  7-9,  fractional: 

Secs.  14-18,  fractional; 

Secs.  20-23,  fractional; 

Secs.  26-28,  fractional. 

US.  Survey  No.  4765. 

US.  Survey  No.  4772,  lot  1-A. 

The  Interim  conveyance  Issued  for  the  sur¬ 
face  estate  of  the  lands  described  above  shall 
contain  the  following  reservations  to  the 
United  States. 

1.  A  right-of-way  thereon  for  ditches  and 
canals  constructed  by  the  authority  of  the 
United  States.  Act  of  August  30,  1890.  26 
Stat.  391,  43  U.S.C.  945; 

2.  A  right-of-way  thereon  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  railroads,  telegraph  and  telephone 
lines,  as  prescribed  and  directed  by  the  act  of 
March  12,  1914,  38  Stat.  305,  43  UJS.C.  975(d) ; 

3.  The  subsurface  estate  therein,  and  all 
rights,  privileges.  Immunities  and  appurte¬ 
nances,  of  whatsoever  nature,  accruing  unto 
said  estate  pursuant  to  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Settlement  Act  of  December  16,  1971, 
85  Stat.  688,  43  U.S.C.  1601-1624; 


4.  Hie  public  easements  designated  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  17(b)  (3)  of  the  Alaska  Na¬ 
tive  Claims  Settlement  Act  of  December  18, 
1971,  85  Stat.  688,  708;  43  U3.C.  1616(b)(3). 
upon  the  conditions  of  use  prescribed  by  43 
CPR  2650.4-7,  and  identified  as  follows; 

a.  An  easement  of  60  feet  for  the  existing 
road  from  Seldovia  to  the  head  of  Windy  Bay. 
Subject  easement  (D9-1)  is  described  in 
easement  case  file  AA-9791. 

b.  A  25-foot  trail  easement,  along  the  ex¬ 
isting  trail  from  the  25-foot  coastline  ease¬ 
ment  in  English  Bay  along  the  English  Bay 
River  to  the  head  of  the  second  lake  In  sec¬ 
tion  18.  T.  10  S..  R.  15  W.,  Seward  Meridian. 
Subject  easement  (D9-2)  Is  described  In  ease¬ 
ment  case  file  AA  -9791. 

c.  Two  easements  of  1  acre  each  (approxi¬ 
mately  200  feet  by  200  feet)  for  a  campsite 
and  fleatoiane  landing  area  at  the  head  and 
outlet  of  upper  English  Bay  lake,  located  in 
T.  10  S..  R  15  W.,  Seward  Meridian.  Subject 
easements  (D9-6)  are  described  in  easement 
case  file  AA-9791. 

d.  A  25-foot  trail  easement  paralleling  the 
right  bank  of  Port  Graham  Creek  from  Its 
mouth  upstream  to  section  19.  T.  10  S.,  R 
14  W..  Seward  Meridian,  then  northeasterly 
to  public  lands  In  section  17,  T.  10  S.,  R.  14  W. 
Seward  Meridian.  Subject  easement  (D9-7. 
S-l)  Is  described  In  easement  case  file  AA- 
9791. 

e.  An  easement  of  1  acre  (approximately 
200  feet  by  200  feet)  for  a  public  campsite 
and  floatplane  landing  area  at  the  outlet  of 
the  unnamed  lake  in  section  29.  T.  10.  S.,  R- 
13  W„  Seward  Meridian.  Subject  easement 
(D9-15)  is  described  in  easement  case  file 
AA-979 1 

f.  An  easement  60  feet  in  width  for  the 
existing  road  from  road  D9-1  to  the  unnamed 
lake  in  section  29.  T.  10  S..  R.  13  W..  Seward 
Meridian.  Subject  easement  (D9-17.  P-171 
Is  described  In  easement  case  file  AA-9791. 

g.  An  easement  60  feet  in  width  for  the 
existing  trail  from  Port  Graham  to  English 
Bay.  Subject  easement  (P-14)  Is  described 
in  easement  case  file  AA-9791 . 

h.  A  25-foot  trail  easement  for  a  proposed 
traUfrom  the  existing  road  (D9-1)  easterly 
to  the  Port  Dick  drainage  and  State  Park 
lands.  Subject  easement  (D9-19i  is  described 
in  easement  case  file  AA-9791 . 

I.  Easements  of  approximately  1  acre  (200 
feet  by  200  feet)  for  three  camp  sites  adja¬ 
cent  to  the  existing  road  (D9-1)  located  as 
follows;  one  site  adjoining  Windy  Bay,  one 
adjoining  Picnic  Harbor,  and  one  at  tbe 
Junction  of  trail  D9-19.  Subject  easements 
< D9-14,  P-16)  are  described  In  easement  case 
file  AA-9791. 

J.  Easements  for  proposed  spur  trails 
twenty-five  (25)  feet  in  width  to  provide  ac¬ 
cess  from  tbe  existing  road  (D9-1)  to  public 
lands  in  section  2,  T.  11  S.,  R.  14  W.,  Seward 
Meridian  and  section  36,  T.  10  S„  R.  14  W., 
Seward  Meridian  (Dl-1). 

k.  An  easement  for  a  proposed  access  trail 
twenty-five  (25)  feet  In  width  from  trail 
D9-7,  S-l  in  section  19.  T.  10  S..  R.  14  W.. 
Seward  Meridian  southeasterly  to  public 
lands  In  section  34.  T.  10  S.,  R.  14  W..  Seward 
Meridian  (Dl-2). 

l.  A  continuous  linear  easement  twenty- 
five  (25)  feet  In  width  upland  of  and  par¬ 
allel  to  the  mean  high  tide  line  in  order  to 
provide  access  to  and  along  the  marine  coast¬ 
line  and  use  of  such  shore  for  purposes  such 
as  beaching  of  watercraft  or  aircraft,  travel 
along  the  shore,  recreation,  and  other  similar 
uses.  Deviations  from  the  waterline  are  per¬ 
mitted  when  specific  conditions  so  require, 
l.e.,  Impassable  topography  or  waterfront 
obstruction.  This  easement  Is  subject  to  the 
right  of  the  owner  of  the  servient  estate  to 
build  upon  such  easement  a  facility  for  pub¬ 
lic  or  private  purposes,  such  right  to  be  exer¬ 


cised  reasonably  and  without  undue  or 
unnecessary  interference  with  or  obstruction 
of  the  casement.  When  access  along  the  ma¬ 
rine  coastline  easement  is  to  be  obstructed, 
the  owner  of  the  servient  estate  will  be  ob¬ 
ligated  to  convey  to  the  United  States  an 
acceptable  alternate  access  route,  at  no  cost 
to  the  United  States,  prior  to  the  creation 
of  such  obstruction  (D9-39). 

m.  The  right  of  the  United  States  to  enter 
upon  the  lands  herein  granted  for  cadastral, 
geodetic  or  other  survey  purposes  is  reserved 
together  with  the  right  to  do  all  things  nec¬ 
essary  in  connection  therewith  (C-42). 

r..  Easements  for  the  transportation  of 
energy,  fuel,  and  natural  resources  which 
are  the  property  of  the  United  States  or 
which  are  intended  for  delivery  to  the  United 
States  or  which  are  produced  by  the  United 
States.  These  easements  also  include  the 
right  to  build  any  related  facilities  necessary 
for  the  exercise  of  the  right  to  transport 
energy,  fuel,  and  natural  resources,  including 
those  related  facilities  necessary  during 
periods  of  planning,  locating,  constructing, 
operating,  maintaining,  or  terminating 
transportation  systems.  The  specific  location 
of  these  easements  shall  be  determined  only 
after  consultation  with  the  owner  of  the 
servient  estate.  Whenever  the  use  of  such 
easements  will  require  removal  or  relocation 
of  any  structure  owned  or  authorized  by  the 
owner  of  the  servient  estate,  such  use  shall 
not  be  Initiated  without  the  consent  of  the 
owner  of  such  Improvement;  provided,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  United  States  may  exercise 
the  right  of  eminent  domain  if  sucl.  consent 
is  not  given.  Only  those  portions  of  these 
easements  that  are  actually  In  use  or  that 
are  expressly  authorized  on  March  3  1996 
shall  continue  to  be  lr.  force  (C-43). 

The  grant  of  lands  by  the  Interim  con¬ 
veyance  shall  be  subject  to: 

1.  Issuance  of  a  patent  confirming  the 
boundary  description  of  the  lands  granted 
after  approval  and  filing  by  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  of  the  official  plat  of  sur¬ 
vey  covering  such  lands; 

2.  Valid  existing  rights  therein,  if  any.  in¬ 
cluding  but  not  limited  to  those  created  by 
any  lease  (Including  a  lease  Issued  under 
section  6(g)  of  the  Alaska  Statehood  Act 
(72  Stat.  339,  341)),  contract,  permit,  right- 
of-way.  or  easement  and  the  right  of  the 
lessee,  contractee,  permittee,  or  grantee  to 
the  complete  enjoyment  of  all  rights,  privi¬ 
leges  and  benefits  thereby  granted  to  him. 

The  State  of  Alaska  has  identified  the 
following  third-party  Interests  which  were 
granted  prior  to  December  18,  1971 :  a  right- 
of-way  permit  for  a  public  access  road  (ADL 
No.  37929)  and  a  lease  Issued  to  the  Glacier 
State  Telephone  Company  (ADL  No  3894G). 

3.  Requirements  of  section  14(c)  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act,  86  Stat 
688,  703  ;  43  U.S.C.  1613(c),  that  the  grantee 
hereunder  convey  those  portions,  If  any.  of 
land  hereinabove  granted,  as  are  prescribed 
In  said  section. 

Interim  conveyance  or  patent  to  the  sub¬ 
surface  estate  in  the  N&  of  T.  9  S.,  R  15  W„ 
Seward  Meridian  will  be  granted  to  Cook 
Inlet  Region,  Inc.,  and  the  subsurface  estate 
of  the  remaining  land  described  above  will 
be  granted  to  Chugach  Natives,  Inc.  at  the 
same  time  that  conveyance  is  granted  to 
tbe  Port  Graham  Corporation  for  the  surface 
estate. 
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It  should  be  noted  that : 

1.  Subsequent  to  Initial  issuance  of  this 
decision,  the  unsurveyed  lands  in  Ts.  11  and 
12  S..  R.  13  W.;  T.  11  8.,  R.  14  W.;  and  Ts.  9 
and  10  S.,  R.  15  W.,  Seward  Meridian,  which 
were  not  the  subject  of  a  timely  filed  appeal, 
were  conveyed  to  the  Port  Graham  Corpora¬ 
tion  in  interim  conveyances  numbered  018 
and  023  dated  November  4  and  December  5, 
1975,  respectively. 

2.  This  decision  may  be  appealed,  as  indi¬ 
cated  below,  only  as  to  those  lands  not  as  yet 
conveyed,  specifically  those  unsurveyed  lands 
in  T.  10  S.,  Rs.  13  and  14  W.,  Seward  Meridian 
and  U.S.  Survey  No.  4765  and  lot  1-A  of  U.S. 
Survey  No.  4772  which  lie  within  T.  11  S., 
R.  13  W„  and  T.  9  S.,  R.  15  W.,  Seward  Merid¬ 
ian,  respectively. 

3.  The  easement  case  file  number  has  been 
changed  from  AA-9791  to  AA-6695-EE. 

4.  The  conveyance  of  lands  described  in 
subparagraph  2,  above  will  be  subject  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  agreement  dated 
January  18,  1977  between  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  Chugach  Natives,  Inc.,  the  Port 
Graham  Corporation  and  other  Chugach  vil¬ 
lage  corporations.  A  copy  of  the  agreement 
shall  be  attached  to  and  become  a  part  of 
the  conveyance  document  and  shall  be  re¬ 
corded  therewith.  A  copy  of  the  agreement 
is  located  in  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  easement  case  file  for  the  Port  Graham 
Corporation,  serialized  AA-6695-EE.  Any 
person  wishing  to  examine  this  agreement 
may  do  so  at  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Alaska  State  Office,  555  Cordova  Street, 
Anchorage.  Alaska  99501. 

In  accordance  with  Departmental  reg¬ 
ulation  43  CFR  2650.7,  notice  of  the  above 
decision  is  being  published  once  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  once  a  week,  for 
four  (4)  consecutive  weeks,  in  the  An¬ 
chorage  Daily  Times.  Any  party  claiming 
a  property  interest  in  land  affected  by 
this  decision  may  appeal  the  decision  to 
the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Appeal  Board, 
P.O.  Box  2433,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99510 
and  with  a  copy  served  upon  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  and  the  Regional 
Solicitor,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  510  L 
Street,  Suite  408.  Anchorage,  Alaska 
99501;  also: 

1.  Any  party  receiving  actual  notice  of 
this  decision  shall  have  30  days  from  the 
receipt  of  actual  notice  to  file  an  appeal. 

2.  Any  unknown  parties,  any  parties 
unable  to  be  located  after  reasonable  ef¬ 
forts  have  been  expended  to  locate,  and 
any  parties  who  failed  or  refused  to  sign 
a  receipt  for  actual  notice,  shall  have 
until  July  18, 1977,  to  file  an  appeal. 

3.  Any  party  known  or  unknown  who 
may  claim  a  property  interest  which  is 
adversely  affected  by  this  decision  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  waived  his  rights 
which  were  adversely  affected  unless  an 
appeal  is  timely  filed  with  the  Alaska  Na¬ 
tive  Claims  Appeal  Board. 

4.  If  the  Port  Graham  Corporation  or 
Chugach  Natives,  Inc.  objects  to  any 
easement  identified  herein  for  reserva¬ 
tion  in  the  conveyance,  which  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  discretion  of  the  State  Di¬ 
rector  and  not  reserved  pursuant  to  an 
express  Secretarial  directive,  they  must 
file  a  petition  for  reconsideration  with 
the  State  Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  555  Cordova  Street,  Anchor¬ 
age.  Alaska  99501,  or  it  will  be  deemed 
that  they  have  waived  the  right  to  con- 
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test  it.  A  copy  of  the  petition  should  be 
served  upon  the  Regional  Solicitor, 
Office  of  the  Solicitor,  510  L  Street,  Suite 
408,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99501. 

To  avoid  summary  dismissal  of  the 
appeal,  there  must  be  strict  compliance 
with  the  regulations  governing  such 
appeal.  Further  information  on  the 
manner  of,  and  requirements  for,  filing 
an  appeal  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  555  Cor¬ 
dova  Street,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99501. 

Robert  E.  Sorenson, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

| FR  Doc.77-17071  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  a.m.| 


(Serial  No.  A-8893) 

ARIZONA 

Termination  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

Notice  of  an  application  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Serial  No.  A-8893,  for  with¬ 
drawal  and  reservation  of  lands,  was 
published  as  Federal  Register  Document 
No.  75-5898  in  the  March  6,  1975  issue. 
The  applicant  agency  has  cancelled  its 
application  involving  the  lands  described 
in  the  Federal  Register  publication  re¬ 
ferred  to  above.  Therefore,  pursuant  to 
the  regulations  contained  in  43  CFR  Sub¬ 
part  2091.2-5,  such  lands  will  be,  at  10 
a.m.  on  July  14.  1977,  relieved  of  the  seg¬ 
regative  effect  of  the  above-mentioned 
application.  The  lands  will  remain  seg¬ 
regated,  however,  to  the  extent  provided 
by  Public  Law  94-578,  enacted  on  Octo¬ 
ber  21,  1976.  Said  Law  provides  for  in¬ 
clusion  of  all  lands  described  in  the 
above-mentioned  Federal  Register  pub¬ 
lication  within  the  Saguaro  National 
Monument. 

Dated:  June  7, 1977. 

Mario  L.  Lopez, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 

Minerals  Operations. 

|FR  Doc.77-17101  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 
[Colorado  16284] 

LANDS  IN  ROUTT  COUNTY,  COLO. 

Coal  Lease  Offering  by  Sealed  Bids 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc  77-15662  appearing  at  page 
28189  in  the  issue  of  Thursday,  June  2, 
1977,  in  the  fourth  paragraph,  the  sixth 
line  should  be  corrected  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows, 

“P.M.,  Colorado,  Section  33,  SB*4NB*4,". 

[M  166] 

MONTANA 

Opportunity  For  Public  Hearing  and  Repub¬ 
lication  of  Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal 

June  8,  1977. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  filed 
application.  Serial  No.  M  166,  on  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1966,  for  a  withdrawal  in  relation 
to  the  following  described  lands: 


Principal  Meridian,  Montana 

BEAVERHEAD  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Dinner  Station  Campground 

Unsurveyed,  but  which  probably  will  be 
when  surveyed: 

T.  5  S.,  R.  11  W„ 

Sec.  1,  W*/2SE'4NE‘/4  and  Ey2SW'4NE>4. 
Total  area — 40  acres. 

Boot  Lake  Campground 

Unsurveyed,  but  which  probably  will  be 
when  surveyed : 

T.  5  S..  R.  11  W., 

Sec.  4,  SW»4NE‘4NWi/i  and  NW»/4SEV4 
N  W  *4  • 

Total  area — 20  acres. 

Canyon  Creek  Campground 

Unsurveyed,  but  which  probably  will  be 
when  surveyed : 

T.  2  S.,  R.  11  W.. 

Sec.  34,  NWy4NE>/4NE‘4. 

Total  area — 10  acres. 

Pear  Lake  Campground 

Unsurveyed,  but  which  probably  will  be 
when  surveyed: 

T.5S.,  R.  11  W., 

Sec.  5,  S  W  V4  SE  >/4  NE  '4  SW  >/4 ,  NWy4NEy4 
SE  >/4  SW  V4 ,  SE  i/4  S  W 1/4  N  E  *4  S  W  V4 .  and 

ne  14  nw  yA  se  y4  sw  y4 . 

Total  area — 10  acres. 

Reservoir  Lake  Campground 
X  8  S  R  15  W 

Sec.  21,  E »/2 W i/2 N W V4 S W 14 ,  Ey/2NW>/4SW14. 
and  W»/2NE>4SWy4. 

Total  area — 50  acres. 

Aspen  Campground 

T.  5  S..  R.  10  W., 

sec.  4,  s y2 sw y4 s w y4 s w »4 . 

Total  area — 5  acres. 

Lower  Seymour  Campground 
X  3N  R  13  W 

Sec.  26,  SW^NE^NE&NW^,  SEy4NW'4 
NEV4NWV4,  NWy4SE«4NE%NWy4,  and 
NE  14  SW  y4  NE  y4  NW  «4 . 

Total  area — 10  acres. 

Mono  Creek  Camp 

Unsurveyed,  but  which  probably  will  be 
when  surveyed: 

T  3  S  R  12  W 

Sec.' 34.  NW»4NWy4NWy4. 

Total  area — 10  acres. 

Little  Joe  Camp 

Unsurveyed,  but  which  probably  wUl  be 
when  surveyed: 

X  3  S  R  12  W., 

Sec!  21,  S«4SE*,4NEV4SW‘4  and  N^NEft 
sEy4swy4. 

Total  area — 10  acres. 

May  Creek  Camp 

T.  2  S.,  R.  18  W., 

Sec.  13,  sw»4swy4swy4; 
sec.  14,  SEy4SEy4SEy4: 

Sec.  23,  EV4NEy4NEy4;  and 
Sec.  24.  WV4NWy4NW»4. 

Total  area — 60  acres. 

Pintlar  Falls  Camp 

Unsurveyed,  but  which  probably  will  be 
when  surveyed: 

T.  3  N.,  R.  13  W.. 
sec.  2,  s*/4sy4swy4swy4: 

Sec.  10,  NEy4NEV4NEy4;  and 
Sec.  11.  NWV4NWK.  NttSWftNWK.  and 
N&SKSWKNWtt- 
Total  area — 90  acres. 
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Branham  Lakes  Campground. 

T.  4  S..  R.  3  W„ 

Sec.  6,  SE V« SE >/4 NE ^4 ,  EViSWViSE^NEV*. 
and  NV4NEV4NE%SE%. 

Total  area — 20  acr«6. 

West  Fork  Administrative  Site 

Unsurveyed,  but  which  probably  will  be 
when  surveyed: 

T  12  S  R  2  W 

Sec.  7,  W^SW>/48EV»NEVi.  E^SE>MSWV4 
NE%,  W%NWViNEV4SE>4.  and  E%NE*% 

nw»/4sev4. 

Total  area — 30  acres. 

Crockett  Lake  Administrative  Site 

Unsurveyed,  but  which  probably  will  be 
when  surveyed: 

7  8  S  R  2  W 

Sec.  20.  WV4NW'4NE>4  and  N'^NW»<,SW]4 

ne»/4. 

Total  area — 25  acres. 

Willow  Creek  Campground 
T  3  S  R  3  W 

Sec.’22,  NEV4NE«4SW>/4  and  N«^NWViSE%. 

Total  area — 30  acres. 

Upper  Sureshot  Lake  Picnic  Area 
T  3  S  R  3  W 

Sec.'  26,  NW K SWINE', 4,  E^SW^NEfc. 
and  W^SEy4NEtt. 

Total  area — 50  acres. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  460 
acres  in  Deer  Lodge,  Beaverhead,  and 
Madison  Counties,  Montana. 

The  applicant  desires  that  the  land  be 
reserved  for  administrative  sites  and  rec¬ 
reational  areas. 

A  notice  of  the  proposed  withdrawal 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  August  19,  1966,  Volume  No.  31,  Page 
No.  11039,  Document  No.  66-9027. 

Pursuant  to  section  204(h)  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  of  1976,  90  Stat.  2754,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  an  opportunity  for  a 
public  hearing  is  afforded  in  connection 
with  the  pending  withdrawal  applica¬ 
tion.  All  interested  persons  who  desire 
to  be  heard  on  the  proposed  withdrawal 
must  file  a  written  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  with  the  State  Director.  Bureau  of 
Land  Management.  P.O.  Box  30157. 
Billings,  Montana  59107,  on  or  before 
July  21,  1977.  Notice  of  the  public  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  giving  the  time  and  place  of 
such  hearing.  The  hearing  will  be  sched¬ 
uled  and  conducted  in  accordance  with 
BLM  Manual  Sec.  2351.16  B.  All  previous 
comments  submitted  in  connection  with 
the  withdrawal  application  have  been 
included  in  the  record  and  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  making  a  final  determination 
on  the  application. 

In  lieu  of  or  in  addition  to  attendance 
at  a  scheduled  public  hearing,  written 
comments  or  objections  to  the  pending 
withdrawal  application  may  be  filed  with 
the  undersigned  authorized  officer  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  21,  1977. 

The  above-described  lands  are  tem¬ 
porarily  segregated  'from  the  operation 
of  the  public  land  laws,  including  the 
mining  laws,  to  the  extent  that  the  with¬ 
drawal  applied  for,  if  and  when  effected, 
would  prevent  any  form  of  disposal  or 
appropriation  under  such  laws.  Current 
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administrative  jurisdiction  ever  the  seg¬ 
regated  lands  will  not  be  affected  by  the 
temporary  segregation.  In  accordance 
with  section  204(g)  of  the  Federal  Land 
Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976  the 
segregative  effect  of  the  pending  with¬ 
drawal  application  will  terminate  on 
October  20,  1991,  unless  sooner  termi¬ 
nated  by  action  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior. 

All  communications  (except  for  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  requests)  in  connection  with 
the  pending  withdrawal  application 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Chief, 
Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals  Opera¬ 
tions,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  P.O  Box  30157, 
Billings,  Montana  59107. 

Roland  F.  Lee. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 
fPR  Doc.77-17271  Filed  8-15  77; 8: 45  am] 


[M  141] 

MONTANA 

Transfer  of  Sub  margin*  I  Lands,  Fort  Peck 
Indian  Reservation 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-15067  appearing  at  page 
27308  in  the  issue  of  Friday.  May  27, 1977, 
on  page  27309,  second  column,  line  35. 
the  entry  should  read : 

‘•Sec.  29,  NE  Vi." 

On  page  27310,  first  column,  line  7,  the 
entry  should  read : 

"Sec.  16.  NW!4.  NE^SW *4  and  SMt 
SWtt." 


(NM  30789,  30790  and  30819] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

June  9.  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185) ,  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576\  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  four  4y2-inch  natural  gas 
pipeline  rights-of-way  across  the  follow¬ 
ing  lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  N.  Mex. 
T.  23  S..  R.  22  E.. 

Sec.  25.  S^NVi; 

Sec.  26.  SVtNVj: 

Sec  27,  SE«4NE»;. 

T.  23  S  .  R.  23  E.. 

Sec.  5.  SE^SWfc. 

T.  18  S..  R  29  E.. 

Sec.  5,  EI4SW  >.4  and  NW*4SEV4; 

Sec.  7.  EI4SEI4  and  SW'4SE'.,; 

Sec.  18.  NE«4SWV4. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural 
gas  across  3.375  miles  of  public  lands  in 
Eddy  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man- 
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ager.  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  1397,  Roswell,  New  Mexico  88201. 

Fred  E.  Padilla. 

Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

| FR  Doc  77-17274  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


[NM  30768.  30821.  30822,  30825.  and  30826] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

June  9.  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (80  UB.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16.  1973  (87  Stat 
576) .  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  live  4 14 -inch  natural  gas 
pipeline  rights-of-way  across  the  follow¬ 
ing  lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian.  N  Mex 

T.  27  N.,  R.  7  W.. 

Sec.  28.  W^SE^. 

T.  30  N..  R.  10  W.. 

Sec.  12.  lots  2.  3.  and  4. 

T.  31  N..  R.  10  W„ 

Sec.  3.  lots  8.  9,  and  10; 

Sec.  17,  lot  8. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural 
gas  across  0.994  of  a  mile  of  public  lands 
in  Rio  Arriba  and  San  Juan  Counties. 
New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved,  and 
If  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  view’s  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O 
Box  6770,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 
87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla. 

Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc  77-17275  Filed  8-15-77:8:45  am] 


[NM  307981 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

June  10,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended 
by  the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87 
Stat.  576),  Gas  Company  of  New  Mexico 
has  applied  for  one  4-inch  natural  gas 
pipeline  right-of-way  across  the  follow¬ 
ing  land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  N.  Mex. 

T.  21  S..  R  32  E  . 

Sec.  4.  SE'iSW'4  and  S’2SE'/4. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  0.525  of  a  mile  of  public  land  in 
Lea  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 
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Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  1397,  Roswell,  New  Mexico  88201. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

(PR  Doc.77-17276  Plied  6-15-77:8:45  am] 

[NM  30794] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

June  10,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  Southern  Union  Gathering  Com¬ 
pany  has  applied  for  fourteen  2 -inch, 
4-lnch  and  6-lnch  natural  gas  pipeline 
rights-of-way  across  the  following  land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  N.  Mex. 

T  13  N  R,  13  W. 

Sec.  13,  NEV4SWy4  and  S&SWy4; 

Sec.  23,  N^NEy,,  SWy4NE^4,  and  NE% 
SEy4; 

Sec.  24,  WHNW1/,,  NW«4SWV4.  and  SEK 

swy4; 

Sec.  25,  NW*4NE]4,  EyaNW‘/4,  SW^NWfc, 
and  W&SWy4; 

Sec.  26.  lot  8,  wy2SWV4  and  SEy4SW%; 

Sec.  27,  SE14SW14  and  NWy4SE&;  . 

Sec.  34,  W%NE%,  SE^NE»4,  and  Nft 

Nwy4; 

Sec.  35,  lots  1,  4,  NE%  and  N^SWVi. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural 
gas  across  7.474  miles  of  public  land  in 
San  Juan  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  6770,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 
87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.77-17277  Plied  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


[CA  167] 

SHASTA-TRINITY  NATIONAL  FOREST, 
CALIF. 

Opportunity  of  Public  Hearing  and  Repub¬ 
lication  of  Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal 

The  Forest  Service,  UJS.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  filed  application  Serial 
No.  CA  167  on  February  6.  1973,  for  a 
withdrawal  in  relation  to  the  following 
described  lands: 

Shasta-Trinity  National  Forest 

HARRISON  GULCH  ADMINISTRATIVE  SITE, 
MOUNT  DIABLO  MERIDIAN,  CALIF. 

T.  29  N.,  R.  10  W., 

Sec.  11,  SWKSWK8WV&; 

Sec.  14.  SV4SEV4.  NWy4SEV4.  and  SViNE^4 
SEt/4; 

Sec.  23,  N^NttNEK. 


The  area  described  aggregates  190 
acres  in  Shasta  County,  California. 

The  applicant  desires  that  the  land  be 
reserved  for  the  protection  of  a  devel¬ 
oped  administrative  site. 

A  notice  of  the  proposed  withdrawal 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  March  8,  1973,  pages  6292  and  6293, 
FR  Doc.  No.  73-4441. 

Pursuant  to  Sec.  204(h)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act 
of  1976,  90  Stat.  2754,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  opportunity  for  a  public 
hearing  is  afforded  in  connection  with 
the  pending  withdrawal  application.  All 
interested  persons  who  desire  to  be  heard 
on  the  proposed  withdrawal  must  file  a 
written  request  for  a  hearing  to  the 
State  Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  E-2841  Federal  Office  Building, 
2800  Cottage  Way,  Sacramento,  Cali¬ 
fornia  95825,  on  or  before  July  20,  1977. 
All  previous  comments  submitted  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  withdrawal  application 
have  been  included  in  the  record  and 
will  be  considered  in  making  a  final  de¬ 
termination  on  the  application. 

In  lieu  of  or  in  addition  to  attendance 
at  a  scheduled  public  hearing,  written 
comments  or  objections  to  the  pending 
withdrawal  application  may  be  filed  with 
the  undersigned  authorized  officer  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  20, 1977. 

The  above  described  lands  are  tem¬ 
porarily  segregated  from  all  forms  of  lo¬ 
cation  and  entry  under  the  mining  laws 
(30  U.S.C.,  Ch.  2) ,  to  the  extent  that  the 
withdrawal  applied  for.  if  and  when  ef¬ 
fected,  would  prevent  any  form  of  dis¬ 
posal  or  appropriation  under  such  laws. 
Current  administrative  jurisdiction  over 
the  segregated  lands  will  not  be  afTected 
by  the  temporary  segregation.  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  Section  204(g)  of  the  Federal 
Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of 
1976,  the  segregative  effect  of  the  pend¬ 
ing  withdrawal  application  will  termi¬ 
nate  on  October  20,  1991,  unless  sooner 
terminated  by  action  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior. 

All  communications  (except  for  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  requests)  in  connection  with 
the  pending  withdrawal  application 
should  be  addressed  to  the  undersigned, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  Room  E-2841  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  2800  Cottage  Way, 
Sacramento,  California  95825. 

Joan  B.  Russell, 

Chief,  Lands  Section,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

| FR  Doc.77-17270  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


[CA  3981] 

TAHOE  NATIONAL  FOREST,  CALIF. 

Opportunity  for  Public  Hearing  and  Repub¬ 
lication  of  Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal 

June  10,  1977. 

The  Forest  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  filed  application  Serial  No. 
CA  3981  on  October  12,  1976,  for  a  with¬ 


drawal  in  relation  to  the  following  do- 
scribed  lands: 

Tahoe  National  Forest 


CREEK  STORE  ADMINISTRATIVE  SITE,  MOUNT  DI¬ 
ABLO  MERIDIAN,  CALIF. 


T.  14  N.,  R.  13  E., 

Sec.  7,  Ey2NE>4NEy4SE'/4,  SE'/4NEV4SE(4. 


and 

Sat; 


id  NEy4NEi/4SEy4SEy4: 
n  wi/Inwunwi/.  swi/. 


The  area  described  aggregates  22.5 
acres  in  Placer  County,  California. 

The  applicant  desires  that  the  land  be 
reserved  for  protection  of  the  Greek  Store 
Administrative  Site. 

A  notice  of  the  proposed  withdrawal 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  November  18.  1976,  page  50873,  FR 
Doc.  No.  76-34100. 

Pursuant  to  Sec.  204(h)  of  the  Federal 
Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of 
1976,  90  Stat.  2754,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  an  opportunity  for  a  public  hearing 
is  afforded  in  connection  with  the  pend¬ 
ing  withdrawal  application.  AH  inter¬ 
ested  persons  who  desire  to  be  heard  on 
the  proposed  withdrawal  must  file  a  writ¬ 
ten  request  for  a  hearing  to  the  State  Di¬ 
rector,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  E- 
2841  Federal  Office  Buildig,  2800  Cottage 
Way,  Sacramento,  California  95825,  on 
or  before  July  20, 1977.  All  previous  com¬ 
ments  submitted  in  connection  with  the 
withdrawal  application  have  been  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  record  and  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  in  making  a  final  determination  on 
the  application. 

In  lieu  or  in  addition  to  attendance  at 
a  scheduled  public  hearing,  written  com¬ 
ments  or  objections  to  the  pending  with¬ 
drawal  application  may  be  filed  with  the 
undersigned  authorized  officer  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management  on  or  before 
July  20,  1977. 

The  above  described  lands  are  tempo¬ 
rarily  segregated  from  location  and  entry 
un^er  the  mining  laws  (30  U.S.C.  Ch.  2) , 
to  the  extent  that  the  withdrawal  applied 
for,  if  and  when  effected,  would  prevent 
any  form  of  disposal  or  appropriation  un¬ 
der  such  laws.  Current  administrative 
jurisdiction  over  the  segregated  lands 
will  not  be  affected  by  the  temporary  seg¬ 
regation.  In  accordance  with  Section  204 
(g)  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Man¬ 
agement  Act  of  1976,  the  segregative  ef¬ 
fect  of  the  pending  withdrawal  applica¬ 
tion  will  terminate  on  October  20,  1991, 
unless  sooner  terminated  by  action  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

All  communications  (except  for  public 
hearing  requests)  in  connection  with  the 
pending  withdrawal  application  should 
be  addressed  to  the  undersigned,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Room  E-2841  Federal  Office 
Building,  2800  Cottage  Way,  Sacramento, 
California  95825. 


Joan  B.  Russell, 
Chief,  Lands  Section,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 
[FR  Doc.77-17269  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 
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|  Wyoming  59511) 

WYOMING 

Application 

June  7,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Minerals  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  the 
Belle  Fourche  Pipeline  Company  of  Cas¬ 
per,  Wyoming  filed  an  application  for  a 
right-of-way  to  construct  a4%"  diam¬ 
eter  pipeline  for  the  purpose  of  trans¬ 
porting  crude  oil  across  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  national  resource  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  'Wyoming 

T  36  N„  R  74  W, 

Sec.  21,  NW'/i8W‘,4. 

The  pipeline  will  transport  crude  oil 
from  a  well  in  section  21,  T.  36  N.,  R.  74 
W.  to  existing  facilities  in  the 
NWy4NWy4,  section  21,  T.  36  N.,  R.  74 
W.,  Converse  County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  in¬ 
form  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
[proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  and  if  so,  under  what  terms  and 
conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  do  so  promptly.  Per¬ 
sons  submitting  comments  should  in¬ 
clude  their  name  and  address  and  send 
them  to  the  District  Manager,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  2834, 
Union  and  Overland  Blvd.,  Casper.  Wy¬ 
oming  82601. 

William  S.  Gilmer, 

Acting  Chief  ^Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

I  PR  Doc.77-17162  Piled  6-15-77:8:45  am| 

Geological  Survey 
COAL  MINING  PLAN,  MONTANA 

Availability  of  Proposed  Decision  for  Mine 
Plan  Submitted  for  Approval 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  30  CFR  Part  211.5(c)  <£),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  Westmoreland  Re¬ 
sources,  P.O.  Box  449,  Hardin,  Montana 
59034,  has  submitted  a  mining  plan  to 
mine  coal  by  strip  mining  methods  on 
Crow  Indian  Coal  Lease  14-20-0252- 
4088.  The  mining  plan  was  initially  re¬ 
ceived  for  review  by  the  Area  Mining 
Supervisor  on  June  9, 1975. 

The  Absaloka  Mine  of  Westmoreland 
Resources  is  an  ongoing  strip  mine  on 
Sections  25  and  26,  T.  1  N.,  R.  37  E.  Hie 
mining  plan  proposes  extending  the  op¬ 
eration  into  Section  36,  T.  1  N..  R.  37  E., 
and  Sections  19,  30,  and  31,  T.  1  N„  R.  38 
E.  The  plan  covers  mining  about  10  mil¬ 
lion  tons  of  coal  per  year  through  the 
year  1997. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Mining  Supervisor 
proposes  to  approve  the  mining  plan.  An 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EXS) 
has  been  prepared  on  the  plan  for  the 
extension  of  the  existing  mine.  Under 
CEQ  guidelines  the  Mining  Supervisor 
will  not  take  approval  action  until  at 
le-ist  30  days  after  the  EIS  is  submitted 


to  the  CEQ,  and  after  Secretarial  re¬ 
view  and  concurrence.  Any  person  hav¬ 
ing  an  interest,  which  is  or  may  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  this  action,  may 
request  a  public  meeting  in  writing.  Re¬ 
quests  should  include  the  name  and  ad¬ 
dress  of  the  requestor  and  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Area  Mining  Supervisor. 
Conservation  Division,  U.S.  Geological 
Survey,  P.O.  Box  2550,  Billings.  Montana 
59103.  All  requests  should  be  made  on  or 
before  July  6,  1977.  No  decision  on  the 
mining  plan  will  be  made  prior  to  July 
6.  1977. 

The  Department  held  a  public  meeting 
on  the  mine  plan  on  December  9.  1976. 
The  Department  may,  after  reviewing 
the  comments  on  the  plan,  determine 
that  as  permitted  by  30  CFR  211.5(c)  (4) 
no  additional  public  meetings  will  be 
required. 

Dated:  June  1,  1977. 

V.  E.  McKelvey, 

Director. 

IFR  Doc  77-17196  Piled  6-15-77:8:46  am) 

National  Park  Service 

CANAVERAL  NATIONAL  SEASHORE 
ADVISORY  COMMISSION 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  that  a  meeting  of  the  Canaveral  Na¬ 
tional  Seashore  Advisory  Commission 
will  be  held  at  9  a.m.  on  July  1.  1977,  at 
the  Islander  Beach  Lodge,  1601  South 
Atlantic  Avenue,  New  Smyrna  Beach, 
Florida. 

The  purpose  of  the  Canaveral  National 
Seashore  Advisory  Commission  is  to  con¬ 
sult  and  advise  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  on  all  matters  of  planning, 
development,  and  operation  of  the  Ca¬ 
naveral  National  Seashore. 

The  members  of  the  Advisory  Commis¬ 
sion  are  as  follows: 

Mr.  Ney  C.  Landrum  (Chairman) 

Mr.  Robert  H.  Hudson 

Ms.  Doris  Lee  per 

Mr.  James  T.  Swann 

Mr.  Thomas  K.  Wetherell 

Mr.  T.  C.  Wilder 

The  Commission  will  discuss  the  fol¬ 
lowing  matters: 

(1)  Report  from  Mr.  Wetherell  regarding 
land  acquisitions  policies; 

(2)  Transportation  alternatives; 

(3)  Conveyance  of  state  lands 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
However,  facilities  and  space  for  accom¬ 
modating  members  of  the  public  are 
limited. 

Any  member  of  the  public  may  file 
with  the  Commission  a  written  state¬ 
ment  concerning  the  matters  to  be 
discussed. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  this  meeting  or  who  wish  to 
submit  written  statements  may  contact 
Donald  Gulton,  Superintendent,  Canav¬ 
eral  National  Seashore,  P.O.  Box  2583. 
Titusville,  FL  32780,  Telephone  305- 
867-4675.  Minutes  of  the  meeting  will 


be  available  for  public  Inspection  ap¬ 
proximately  4  weeks  after  the  meeting 
at  parti  headquarters. 

Date:  June 8, 1977. 

David  G.  Wright, 

Acting  Regional  Director, 
Southeast  Region. 

| PR  Doc. 77-17197  Piled  6-15-77:8:45  am) 


GATEWAY  NATIONAL  RECREATION  AREA 
ADVISORY  COMMISSION 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  that  a  meeting  of  the  Gateway  Na¬ 
tional  Recreation  Area  Advisory  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  held  commencing  at  10:00 
a.m.,  Monday,  July  11,  1977,  at  Build¬ 
ing  272,  First  Floor  Conference  Room, 
Floyd  Bennett  Field,  Brooklyn,  New 
York.  The  Commission  was  established 
by  Public  Law  92-592  to  meet  and  con¬ 
sult  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
on  general  policies  and  specific  matters 
relating  to  the  development  of  Gateway 
National  Recreational  Area. 

The  members  of  the  Commission  are: 

Marian  Helskell,  Chairman.  New  York, 
New  York. 

Archibald  8.  Alexander.  Bernardsville.  New 
Jersey. 

John  P.  Haggerty,  Forest  Hills,  New  York. 

Orln  Lehman,  New  York,  New  York. 

Gordon  N.  Litwln,  Little  Silver.  New  Jersey 

Terrence  D.  Moore,  Newark,  New  Jersey. 

Sheldon  Pollack,  New  York,  New  York. 

Barbara  Reach.,  New  York,  New  York. 

Richard  J.  Sullivan.  Hamilton  Square, 
New  Jersey. 

Nathaniel  Washington,  Newark,  New 
Jersey. 

Joseph  B.  Williams,  Brooklyn,  New  York. 

The  matters  to  be  discussed  at  this 
meeting  include : 

1.  Transportation  Sub-Committee  Report 

2.  Report  on  Nominations  for  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places. 

3.  Status  Report  on  Summer  1977  Ac¬ 
tivities. 

4.  Progress  Report  on  Park  Interpretive 
Plan. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
However,  facilities  and  space  to  accom¬ 
modate  members  of  the  public  are  lim¬ 
ited,  and  persons  will  be  accommodated 
on  a  first-come,  first-served  basis.  Any 
members  of  the  public  may  file  with  the 
Commission  a  written  statement  con¬ 
cerning  the  matters  to  be  discussed. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  this  meeting,  or  who  wish  to 
submit  written  statements,  may  contact 
the  Superintendent,  Gateway  National 
Recreation  Area,  Headquarters  Building 
69.  Floyd  Bennett  Field,  Brooklyn,  New 
York  11234,  Area  Code  212-252-9150. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  Inspection  four  (4)  weeks  after 
the  meeting  at  the  Gateway  National 
Recreation  Area  Headquarters  Building. 

Dated:  June  6,  1977. 

Herbert  Olsen. 

Acting  Superintendent. 

|FR  Doc  77-17198  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  urn) 
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NOTICES 


Office  of  tha  Secretary 

[Hit  FBS  77-20]  , 

EAST  DECKER  AND  NORTH  EXTENSION 

MINES,  BIG  HORN  COUNTY,  MONT. 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 

,  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  and  to  section  69-6504 (b)  (3)  R.C.M. 
1947  of  the  Montana  Environmental 
Policy  Act,  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  and  the  Montana  Department  of 
State  Lands  have  jointly  prepared  a  final 
environmental  impact  statement  on  the 
proposed  surface  mining  of  coaf  in  the 
East  Decker  and  North  Extension  areas 
in  Big  Horn  County,  Montana.  The  final 
statement  assesses  the  environmental 
impacts  of  the  lessee’s  plan  for  the  strip 
mining  of  Federal,  State,  and  privately 
owned  coal  and  for  the  concurrent  rec¬ 
lamation  of  lands  disturbed  by  mining 
and  related  activities.  The  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  in  the  East  Decker  area  is  on  Fed¬ 
eral  coal  lease  Montana  073093,  on  State 
coal  lease  numbers  531,  822,  823,  and  918, 
and  on  fee  coal  owned  by  Gregg  H.  and 
Charles  V.  Penson  and  by  George  B. 
Holmes.  These  leases  and  holdings  in¬ 
clude  all  or  parts  of  sections  1,  11,  12,  13, 
and  14,  T.  9  S.,  R.  40  E.  and  sections  7, 
8,  17,  and  18,  T.  9  S..  R.  41  E„  Montana 
Prin.  Mer.  The  proposed  action  in  the 
North  Extension  area  is  on  Federal  coal 
leases  Montana  057934,  Montana 
057934A,  Montana  061685,  and  Montana 
06770,  and  on  fee  coal  owned  by  Rose¬ 
bud  Coal  Sales  Company.  These  leases 
and  holdings  include  all  or  parts  of  sec¬ 
tions  33  and  34,  T.  8  S.,  R.  40  E.,  and 
sections  3,  4,  9,  and  10,  T.  9  S.,  R.  40  E,. 
Montana  Prin.  Mer. 

Comments  received  on  the  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  (DES  76-40)  dur¬ 
ing  the  45-day  comment  period  were  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  preparation  of  the  final 
statement  and  are  reproduced,  together 
with  responses,  in  appendixes  M  and  N, 
volume  n. 

Copies  of  the  final  environmental 
statement  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  and  review  in  the  U.S.  Geologi¬ 
cal  Survey  Public  Inquiries  Office,  Room 
1012,  Federal  Building,  1961  Stout  Street, 
Denver,  Colorado;  the  U.S.  Geological 
Survey  Library,  Denver  West  Office  Park, 
Building  3,  1526  Cole  Boulevard,  Lake- 
wood,  Colorado;  the  U.S.  Geological  Sur¬ 
vey  Library,  Room  4A100,  USGS  National 
Center,  12201  Sunrise  Valley  Drive, 
Reston,  Virginia;  Montana  State  Library, 
900  East  Lyndale,  Helena,  Montana; 
Montana  Department  of  State  Lands, 
1625  11th  Avenue,  Helena,  Montana; 
Parmly  Billings  Library,  510  North 
Broadway,  Billings,  Montana;  Big  Horn 
County  Public  Library,  419  North  Custer 
Avenue,  Hardin,  Montana:  Rosebud 
County  Library,  201  North  9th  Avenue, 
Forsyth,  Montana;  and  Sheridan  County 
Public  Library,  Louks  and  Alger  Streets, 
Sheridan,  Wyoming. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  on  request  from  the  U.S.  Geo¬ 
logical  Survey,  Box  25046,  Federal  Center, 


Mall  Stop  602,  Lakewood,  Colorado 
80225;  and  over  the  counter  only  from 
the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  Public  In¬ 
quiries  Office,  Room  1012,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  1961  Stout  Street,  Denver,  Colorado; 
and  the  Montana  Department  of  State 
Lands,  1625  11th  Avenue,  Helena,  Mon¬ 
tana. 

Dated:  June  13, 1977. 

Heather  L.  Ross, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.77-17098  Filed  6-15-77,8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration 
[Docket  No.  77-11] 

DAVID  IRVING  COLLIER,  D.O. 

Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Febru¬ 
ary  16,  1977,  the  Drug  Enforcement  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Department  of  Justice,  is¬ 
sued  to  David  Irving  Collier,  D.O.,  Pom¬ 
pano  Beach,  Florida,  an  Order  to  Show 
Cause  as  to  why  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  registration  AC6923824 
issued  to  him  pursuant  to  21  U.S.C.  823 
should  not  be  revoked. 

Thirty  days  having  elapsed  since  the 
said  Order  to  Show  Cause  was  received 
by  the  Respondent,  and  written  request 
for  a  hearing  having  been  filed  with  the 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration,  no¬ 
tice  is  hereby  given  that  a  hearing  in 
this  matter  will  be  held  commencing  at 
10  a.m.  on  Tuesday,  June  21,  1977,  either 
in  Room  1210,  Drug  Enforcement  Admin¬ 
istration,  1405  I  Street  NW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  or  in  Courtroom  No.  2,  Room 
305,  U.S.  Court  of  Claims,  717  Madison 
Place  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated:  June  8, 1977. 

Peter  B.  Bensinger, 

Administrator,  Drug 
Enforcement  Administration. 

[FR  Doc .77-17299  Filed  6-16-77; 8: 45  am] 

[Docket  No.  77-9] 

JOSEPH  A.  GRECO,  M.D. 

Hearing  . 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Febru¬ 
ary  2,  1977,  the  Drug  Enforcement  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Department  of  Justice,  is¬ 
sued  to  Joseph  A.  Greco,  M.D.,  Pat- 
chogue,  New  York,  an  Order  to  Show 
Cause  as  to  why  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  registration  AG0800727 
issued  to  him  pursuant  to  Section  303  of 
the  Controlled  Substances  Act  (21  U.S.C. 
823)  should  not  be  revoked. 

Thirty  days  having  elapsed  since  the 
said  Order  to  Show  Cause  was  received 
by  the  Respondent,  and  written  request 
for  a  hearing  having  been  filed  with  the 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration,  no¬ 
tice  is  hereby  given  that  a  hearing  in  this 
matter  will  be  held  commencing  at  9:30 
an,  or  as  soon  thereafter  as  this  matter 
may  be  reached,  on  July  13,  1977,  in  the 


U.S.  Tax  Court  Courtroom,  Rodm  1524, 
51  S.W.  First  Avenue,  Miami,  Florida. 

Dated :  June  8, 1977. 

Peter  B.  Bensinger, 
Administrator,  Drug 
Enforcement  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.77-17298  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON 
ELECTRONIC  FUND  TRANSFERS 

SHARING  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

The  Sharing  Committee  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Commission  on  Electronic  Fund 
Transfers  will  meet  on  Monday,  June 
27,  1977,  at  10  am.  in  the  8th  Floor  Con¬ 
ference  Room  of  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency,  490  L’Enfant  Plaza,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is 
to  discuss  possible  sharing  recommen¬ 
dations. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public  to 
the  extent  space  permits.  Any  person 
interested  in  attending  should  first  call 
Ms.  Janet  Miller  at  202-254-7400  to 
check  on  the  availability  of  space. 

Dated  June  13,  1977.  ”  . 

James  O.  Howard,  Jr., 
General  Counsel. 

| FR  Doe. 77-17329  Filed  6-15-77;8:46  ami 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

ABNORMAL  OCCURRENCE  REPORT 
Seventh  Report  Submitted  to  the  Congress 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  requirements  of  section  208  of  the 
Energy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974,  as 
amended,  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  has  published  and  issued  the 
seventh  periodic  report  to  Congress  on 
abnormal  occurrences  (NUREG-0090- 
6) .  The  release  date  is  June  14,  1977. 

Under  the  Energy  Reorganization  Act 
of  1974,  which  created  the  NRC,  an  ab¬ 
normal  occurrence  is  defined  as  “an  un¬ 
scheduled  incident  or  event  which  the 
Commission  (NRC)  determines  is  signif¬ 
icant  from  the  standpoint  of  public 
health  or  safety.”  The  NRC  has  made  a 
determination,  based  on  criteria  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR 
10950)  on  February  24,  1977.  that  events 
involving  an  actual  loss  or  significant 
reduction  in  the  degree  of  protection 
against  radioactive  properties  of  source, 
special  nuclear,  and  byproduct  materials 
are  abnormal  occurrences. 

The  seventh  report  to  Congress  is  for 
the  fourth  quarter  of  1976  and  indicates 
that  during  this  period: 

(a)  There  were  two  abnormal  occur¬ 
rences  at  the  63  nuclear  power  plants 
licensed  to  operate.  One  event  involved 
improper  control  rod  withdfltwals  re¬ 
sulting  in  unplanned  reactor  criticality. 
The  second  is  a  generic  event  pertaining 
to  feedwater  nozzle  craking  in  Boiling 
Water  Reactors.  The  incidents  had  no 
actual  impact  on  public  health  or  safety. 
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<b)  There  were  five  abnormal  occur¬ 
rences  at  other  licensee  facilities.  The 
occurrences  involved  overexposures  to 
radiography  personnel;  one  event  also 
involved  high  radiation  levels  in  unre¬ 
stricted  areas. 

The  Incidents  involved  temporary  re¬ 
ductions  in  margins  of  safety  normally 
provided. 

The  seventh  report  to  the  Congress 
also  contains  updating  information  on 
abnormal  occurrences  reported  in  pre¬ 
vious  reports. 

Interested  persons  may  review  the  re¬ 
port  at  the  NRC’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  at  any  of  the  130  local  Public 
Document  Rooms  throughout  the  coun- 
try.  The  report,  designated  NUREG 
0090-0,  may  be  purchased  from  the  Na¬ 
tional  Technical  Information  Service, 
Springfield,  Virginia  22161,  at  $4  a  copy 
on  or  about  June  28,  1977. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th 
day  of  June  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Samuel  J.  Chilk. 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 


| PR  Doc.77-17357  Piled  6-15-77:8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  50-313] 

ARKANSAS  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  24  to  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  License  No.  DPR-51,  issued  to  Arkan¬ 
sas  Power  &  Light  .Company  (the  li¬ 
censee),  which  revised  Technical  Speci¬ 
fications  for  operation  of  Arkansas  Nu¬ 
clear  One — Unit  No.  1  (the  facility)  lo¬ 
cated  in  Pope  County,  Arkansas.  The 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
Issuance. 

This  amendment  authorized  changes 
in  the  Technical  Specifications  to  add 
provisions  for  steam  generator  tube  in¬ 
spections  consistent  with  the  guidance 
of  Regulatory  Guide  1.83,  Revision  1 
(July  1975). 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  the  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
Impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  Impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with  is¬ 
suance  of  this  amendment 


For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  November  22. 1976,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  24  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-51  and  (D  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation.  All 
of  these  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Arkansas 
Polytechnic  College.  Russellville,  Arkan¬ 
sas  72801.  A  single  copy  of  items  (2)  and 
(3)  may  be  obtained  upon  request  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  At¬ 
tention;  Director,  Division  of  Operating 
Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland,  this 
27th  day  of  May,  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis 
sion. 

Don  K.  Davis. 

Acting  Chief,  Operating  Reac¬ 
tors  Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

(PR  Doc.77-16846  Plied  6-15-77:8  45  am] 


(Docket  No.  50-313) 

ARKANSAS  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  25  to  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  License  No.  DPR-51,  issued  to  Arkan¬ 
sas  Power  &  Light  Company  (the  li¬ 
censee),  which  revised  the  Technical 
Specflcations  for  operation  of  Arkansas 
Nuclear  One— Unit  No.  1  (the  facility) 
located  in  Pope  County,  Arkansas.  The 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
issuance. 

Hie  amendment  deleted  reference  to 
certain  usage  of  the  terms  “refuel¬ 
ing  period”,  “refueling  outage”,  and 
“refueling  shutdown"  in  response  to  the 
NRC  letter  dated  June  7.  1976.  In  place 
of  these  terms,  time  periods  affording 
easier  interpretation  of  requirements 
have  been  specified. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in 
10  CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth 
in  the  license  amendment.  Prior  public 
notice  of  this  amendment  was  not  re¬ 
quired  since  the  amendment  does 
not  involve  a  significant  hazards 
consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  Issuance  of  the  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
9  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  Impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  this  amendment. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  116 — THURSDAY,  JUNE 


For  further  details  with  respect  to 
this  action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  September  30,  1976. 
(2)  the  Commission’s  letter  to  Arkansas 
Power  &  Light  Company  dated  June  7, 
1976,  (3)  Amendment  No.  25  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-51,  and  (4) 
the  Commission’s  related  Safety  Evalua¬ 
tion.  All  of  these  items  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the 
Arkansas  Polytechnic  College,  Russell¬ 
ville,  Arkansas  72801.  A  single  copy  of 
items  (3)  and  (4)  may  be  obtained  upon 
request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington. 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland  this  1st 
day  of  June,  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Marshall  Grotenhuis, 
Acting  Chief.  Operating  Reac¬ 
tors  Branch  No.  2.  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

|FR  Doc.77-16845  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am| 


(Docket  No.  50-471] 

BOSTON  EDISON  CO.  ET  AL  (PILGRIM 
NUCLEAR  GENERATING  STATION,  UNIT  2) 

Order 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  evidentiary- 
hearing  will  resume  on  Monday,  June  20, 
1977,  at  1  p.m.  in  the  Blue  Room,  Memo¬ 
rial  Hall,  83  Court  Street,  Plymouth. 
Massachusetts. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland,  this  10th 
day  of  June  1977. 

The  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board. 

Frederic  J.  Coufal, 
Chairman. 

| FR  Doc.77-17358  Filed  6-15-77;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  50-358]  . 

CINCINNATI  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO.  ET 
AL  (WILLIAM  H.  ZIMMER  NUCLEAR 
POWER  STATION,  UNIT  NO.  1) 

Order  Extending  Construction  Completion 
Date 

Cincinnati  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 
Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio  Electric 
Company  and  The  Dayton  Power  and 
Light  Company  are  the  holders  of  Con¬ 
struction  Permit  No.  CPPR-88  issued  by 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission 1  on  Oc¬ 
tober  27,  1972,  for  construction  of  the 
William  H.  Zimmer  Nuclear  Power  Sta¬ 
tion,  Unit  No.  1,  presently  under  con¬ 
struction  at  the  Companies’  site  in  Cler¬ 
mont  County,  Ohio. 


1  Effective  January  20,  1975,  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Commission  became  the  Nuclear  Regu¬ 
latory  Commission  and  Permits  ji  effect  on 
that  day  were  continued  under  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the 'Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
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On  July  28,  1978,  the  Companies  filed 
a  request  for  an  extension  of  the  com¬ 
pletion  dates  because  construction  has 
been  delayed  due  to  a  number  of  reasons. 
According  to  the  Companies: 

(1)  Construction  suffered  an  initial  12 
months  delay  because  of  the  Calvert 
Cliffs  decision  which  delayed  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  Construction  Permit  (the 
ACRS  report  on  the  Zimmer  Station  was 
received  on  September  17,  1971,  but  the 
environmental  review  was  not  completed 
until  mid- 1972  and  the  Construction 
Permit  was  not  issued  until  October  27, 
1972).  The  staff  regards  this  delay  to 
be  for  good  cause,  beyond  the  control  of 
the  Companies  and  reasonable  in  dura¬ 
tion.  The  Companies  stated  that  in  spite 
of  the  delay  caused  by  the  Calvert  Cliffs 
decision,  they  were  optimistic  that  con¬ 
struction  would  be  completed  prior  to  the 
latest  completion  date  of  January  1,  1977 
in  the  Construction  Permit  (two  years 
for  contingencies  were  included  in  the 
original  estimates  and  one  year  was  lost 
to  the  Calvert  Cliffs  decision) .  However, 
the  facility  could  not  be  completed  by 
January  1,  1977.  The  companies  feel 
that,  at  least  in  hindsight,  this  was  ad¬ 
ministrative  oversight  and  the  staff 
concurs. 

(2)  Once  construction  was  in  progress 
additional  delays  were  experienced  be¬ 
cause  of  design  changes;  shortage  of 
craft  labor;  and  extended  materials  and 
equipment  deliveries.  The  design  changes 
involved  improved  design  criteria  for 
safety  related  systems  and  structures 
and  the  shortage  of  craft  labor  and  poor 
materials  and  equipment  delivery  sched¬ 
ules  are  common.  These  delays  have  im¬ 
pacted  the  construction  schedules  by 
about  12  months  since  the  start  of  con¬ 
struction.  The  staff  regards  these  delays 
to  be  for  good  cause,  beyond  the  control 
of  the  companies  and  reasonable  in 
duration. 

(3)  It  was  necessary,  as  a  recent  com¬ 
pany  move,  to  stretch  the-  remaining 
construction  activities  by  15  months  to 
adjust  them  to  match  projected  avail¬ 
able  financing  and  to  levelize  expendi¬ 
tures.  Construction  has  been  in  progress 
for  4  years  and  6  months  and  is  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  about  70%  complete.  It  is 
reasonable  to  expect  that  late  deliveries 
of  materials  and  equipment  will  tend  to 
peak  expenditures  during  the  remain¬ 
ing  construction  time.  The  staff  regards 
this  delay  to  be  for  good  cause,  beyond 
the  control  of  the  companies  and  reason¬ 
able  in  duration. 

This  action  involves  no  significant 
hazards  considerations  and  no  signifi¬ 
cant  environmental  impact;  ‘good  cause 
has  been  shown  for  the  delay;  and  the 
requested  extension  is  for  a  reasonable 
period,  the  bases  for  which  are  set  forth 
in  a  staff  evaluation  dated  May  9,  1977. 

Copies  of  the  above  documents  and 
other  related  material  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  30555  and  at  the 
Clermont  County  Library,  Third  and 
Broadway  Streets,  Batavia,  Ohio  45103. 


It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  the  latest 
completion  date  for  CPPR-88  is  extended 
from  January  1,  1977  to  April  1,  1980. 


Date  of  Issuance:  June  1,  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


D.  B.  Vassallo, 
Assistant  Director  for  Light 
Water  Reactors,  Division  of 
Project  Management. 


[FR  Doc.77-16844  Filed  6-15-77; 8  45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-331] 

IOWA  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  AND  POWER  CO. 

ET  AL 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  35  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-49  issued  to  Iowa  Elec¬ 
tric  Light  and  Power  Company,  Central 
Iowa  Power  Cooperative,  and  Corn  Belt 
Power  Cooperative,  which  revised  Tech¬ 
nical  Specifications  for  Operation  of  the 
Duane  Arnold  Energy  Center,  located  in 
Linn  County,  Iowa.  The  amendment  is 
effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  consists  of  an  admin¬ 
istrative  change  to  the  Technical  Specifi¬ 
cations  which  will  add  the  requirement 
that  the  Radiation  Protection  Engineer 
shall  meet  or  exceed  the  qualifications  of 
Regulatory  Guide  1.8,  September,  1975. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
ajs  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  April  14,  1977,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  35  to  License  No.  DPR- 
49,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Cedar  Rapids  Public  Library, 
426  Third  Avenue,  S.E.,  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa  52401.  A  copy  of  items-(2)  and  (3) 
may  be  obtained  upon  request  addressed 
to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  6th 
day  of  June  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


George  Lear, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 


[FR  Doc.77-16843  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-2851 

OMAHA  PUBLIC  POWER  DISTRICT 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  25  to  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  License  No.  40  issued  to  Omaha  Pub¬ 
lic  Power  District  which  revised  Tech¬ 
nical  Specifications  for  operation  of  the 
Fort  Calhoun  Station,  Unit  No.  1,  located 
in  Washington  County,  Nebraska.  The 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
issuance. 

The  amendment  consists  of  changes 
to  the  Technical  Specifications  which 
will  (1)  correct  a  typographical  error  re¬ 
garding  battery  changer  numbers  and 
(2)  correct  an  inconsistency  between 
the  existing  radiation  monitoring  sys¬ 
tem  and  the  Technical  Specification  re¬ 
quirements  for  operating  radiation  moni¬ 
toring  during  refueling  operations. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve 
a  significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR  51.5 
(d)(4)  an  environmental  statement  or 
negative  declaration  and  environmental 
impact  appraisal  need  not  be  prepared  in 
■connection  with  issuance  of  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  October  8,  1975,  sup¬ 
plemented  by  letter  dated  April  7,  1976, 
(2)  Amendment  No.  25  to  License  No. 
DPR-40,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  re¬ 
lated  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.,  and  at  the  Blair  Public  Library, 
1665  Lincoln  Street,  Blair,  Nebraska.  A 
copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  6th 

day  of  June  1977. 
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For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


George  Leas, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


[PR  Doc. 77-16842  Piled  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-285) 

OMAHA  PUBLIC  POWER  DISTRICT 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
.the  Commission)  has  issued  Amendment 
No.  24  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-40  issued  to  Omaha  Public  Power 
District,  which  revised  Technical  Speci- 
•flcations  for  operation  of  the  Fort  Cal¬ 
houn  Station  Unit  No.  1  located  in  Wash¬ 
ington  County,  Nebraska.  The  amend¬ 
ment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

This  amendment  consists  of  changes 
to  the  Technical  Specifications  which 
will  (1)  add  the  definitions  for  “Refuel¬ 
ing  Outage”,  “Refueling  Shutdown”  and 
“Plant  Operating  Cycle”,  (2)  modify  the 
presently  specified  definition  for  “Refuel¬ 
ing  Operation”  and  (3)  incorporate  these 
terms  into  the  Technical  Specifications. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of 
this  amednment  was  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
151.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement*  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  January  10,  1977„  (2) 
Amendment  No.  24  to  License  No.  DPR- 
40,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
and  at  the  Blair  Public  Library,  1665 
Lincoln  Street.  Blair,  Nebraska.  A  copy 
of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethasda,  Maryland,  this  6th 
day  of  June  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 


[Docket  No.  50-3331 

POWER  AUTHORITY  OF  THE  STATE  OF 
NEW  YORK 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  22  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-59,  issued  to  Power  Au¬ 
thority  of  the  State  of  New  York 
(PAS NY)  for  operation  of  the  James  A. 
FitzPatrick  Nuclear  Power  Plant  (the 
facility)  located  in  Oswego  County,  New 
York.  The  amendment  is  effective  at 
11:59  p.m.,  EDST,  June  4,  1977. 

The  amendment  is  administrative  in 
nature  and  permits  PASNY  to  assume 
sole  responsibility  for  the  operation  of 
the  facility.  Previously,  Niagara  Mohawk 
Power  Corporation  was.  licensed  to  op- 
eiate  the  facility  under  contract  to 
PASNY. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of 
this  amendment  was  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
5  51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  ( D  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ment  submitted  by  letter  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  20,  1976,  as  supplemented  March  22, 
1977,  April  11,  and  14,  1£77,  (2)  Amend¬ 
ment  No.  22  to  License  No.  DPR-59, 
and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related  Safety 
Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  at 
the  Oswego  County  Office  Building,  46 
East  Bridge  Street,  OSwego,  New  York. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division*  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  3rd 
day  of  June  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion.  . 


George  Lear, 

Chief  Operating  Reactors  * 
Branch  No.  3,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


Robert  W.  Reid. 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  4,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


[PR  Doc.77-16841  Piled  6-15-77.8:45  am|  [PR  Dcc.77-17047  FUed  6-15-77:8:45  am| 


[Docket  Noe.  STN  50-522  and  STN  50-523) 

PUGET  SOUND  POWER  AND  LIGHT  COM¬ 
PANY,  ET  AL.  (SKAGIT  NUCLEAR  POWER 

PROJECT,  UNITS  1  AND  2) 

Order  Convening  Evidentiary  Hearing 

The  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board,  at  an  evidentiary  hearing  held  on 
May  13,  1977,  considered  with  the  par¬ 
ties  the  selection  of  a  convenient  date  for 
resumption  of  further  evidentiary  hear¬ 
ings  in  this  proceeding.  The  Board  deter¬ 
mined  that  July  19,  1977  was  the  first 
available  date. 

Wherefore,  It  is  ordered,  in  accordance 
with  the  Atomic  Energy  Act,  as  amended, 
and  the  Rules  of  Practice  of  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  that  an  evi¬ 
dentiary  hearing  shall  convene  at  9:00 
am.  on  Tuesday,  July  19,  1977,  in  Room 
3086  of  the  New  Federal  Building,  915 
Second  Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington,  to 
consider  the  agenda  of  presentations  dis¬ 
cussed  at  the  May  13th  hearing  session 
including,  without  limitation  on  the  gen¬ 
erality  of  the  foregoing,  availability  of 
a  uranium  fuel  supply.  Table  S-3  consid¬ 
erations,  health  effects  of  coal  vs.  nu¬ 
clear  comparisons.  Wild  and  Scenic  River 
presentations,  alternative  sites  and  a  pos¬ 
sible  supplement  to  the  Final  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement. 

Issued:  June  8,  1977,  Bethesda,  Mary¬ 
land. 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board, 

Samuel  W.  Jensch, 

Chairman. 

fFR  Doc  77-16890  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  40-8452) 

ROCKY  MOUNTAIN  ENERGY  COMPANY 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Final  Environmen¬ 
tal  Statement  for  Bear  Creek  Uranium 
Mining  and  Milling  Project 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  United 
States  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission’s 
regulations  in  10  CFR  Part  51,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  final  environmental 
impact  statement  issued  by  the 'Com¬ 
mission’s  Office  of  Nuclear  Material 
Safety  and  Safeguards  related  to  the 
Bear  Creek  Project  in  north-central 
Converse  County,  Wyoming,  is  available 
for  inspection  by  the  public  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room  at  1717 
H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  at 
the  Converse  County  Library,  Douglas, 
Wyoming  82633.  The  final  statement  is 
also  being  made  available  at  the  State 
Clearinghouse,  State  Planning  Coordi¬ 
nator,  Office  of  the  Governor,  Capitol 
Building,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  82001. 

Notice  of  availability  of  the  Draft 
Environmental  Statement  for  the  Bear 
Creek  Project  (NUREG-0129)  and  re¬ 
quest  for  comments  from  interested  per¬ 
sons  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  10,  1977  (42  FR 
2140) .  The  comments  received  from  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies.  State  and  local  officials  and 
interested  members  of  the  public  have 
been  included  as  appendices  to  the  Final 
Environmental  Statement. 
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Preparation  of  the  final  statement  is  a 
joint  effort  between  the  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission,  the  U.S.  Forest  Service, 
and  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey,  with 
NRC  acting  as  the  coordinating  agency. 

Copies  of  the  Final  Environmental 
Statement  (Document  No.  NUREG- 
0129)  may  be  purchased  at  $11.00  a 
printed  copy  and  $3.00  for  microfiche 
copy  from  the  National  Technical  In¬ 
formation  Service,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22161,  on  or  about  June  23,  1977. 

Dated  at  Silver  Spring, .Maryland,  this 
3rd  day  of  June,  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis- 


Chief,  Fuel  Processing  and 
Fabrication  Branch,  Division 
I  of  Fuel  Cycle  and  Material 
Safety. 

[FR  Doc.77-16838  Filed  6-15-77:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-395-OL] 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  ELECTRIC  AND  GAS  CO. 
AND  SOUTH  CAROLINA  PUBLIC  SERV¬ 
ICE  AUTHORITY 

Establishment  of  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  to  Rule  on  Petitions 

Pursuant  to  delegation  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  dated  December  29,  1972,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (37  FR 
28710)  and  §§  2.105,  2.700,  2.702,  2.714, 
2.714a,  2.717  and  2.721  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations,  all  as  amended,  an 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board  is 
being  established  to  rule  on  petitions 
and/or  requests  for  leave  to  intervene  in 
the  following  proceeding: 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  ELECTRIC  AND  GAS  COM¬ 
PANY,  AND  SOUTH  CAROLINA  PUBLIC  SERV¬ 
ICE  AUTHORITY 

(Virgil  C.  Summer  Nuclear  Station) 
Construction  Permit  No.  CPPR-94 

This  action  is  in  reference  to  a  notice 
published  by  the  Commission  on  April 
18,  1977,  in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR 
20203)  entitled  “Receipt  of  Application 
for  Facility  Operating  License;  Availa¬ 
bility  of  Applicant’s  Environmental  Re¬ 
port;  and  Consideration  of  Issuance  of 
Facility  Operating  License  and  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing’’. 

The  members  of  the  Board  and  ad¬ 
dresses  are  as  follows: 

Frederic  J.  Coufal,  Esq.,  Chairman,  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  Panel,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555. 

Dr.  Frank  F.  Hooper,  Member.  University  of 
Michigan,  Camp  Filibert  Roth.  Iron  River, 
Michigan  49935. 

Mr.  Gustave  A.  Linenberger,  Member,  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  Panel,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland  this  8th 
day  of  June  1977. 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board  Panel, 

James  R.  Yore, 

Chairman. 

| FR  Doc.77-16839  Filed  6-16-77:8  45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  50-653  and  50-654] 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY  (PHIPPS 
BEND  NUCLEAR  PLANT,  UNITS  1  AND  2) 

Order  for  Evidentiary  Hearing 

The  evidentiary  hearing  in  this  matter 
will  commence  on  Tuesday,  June  28, 1977, 
at  9 : 30  a.m.,  at  the  Kingsport  Civic  Audi¬ 
torium  (Club  Room),  1150  Memorial 
Boulevard,  Kingsport.  Tennessee.  The 
hearing  will  continue  through  June  29, 
1977. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  8th 
day  of  June  1977. 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board, 

Edward  Luton, 

Chairman. 

| FR  Doc.77-16847  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  50-390  OL  and  60-391  OL] 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY  (WATTS 
BAR  NUCLEAR  PLANT,  UNITS  1  AND  2) 

Assignment  of  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Appeal  Board 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  authority  in  10  CFR 
2.787(a),  the  Chairman  of  the  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal  Panel  has 
assigned  the  following  panel  members  to 
serve  as  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Appeal  Board  for  this  operating  li¬ 
cense  proceeding : 

Alan  S.  Rosenthal,  Chairman.  Dr  John  H. 
Buck,  Richard  S.  Salzman 

Dated :  June  8,  1977. 

Margaret  E.  Du  Flo, 
Secretary  to  the 
Appeal  Board. 

|FR  Doc.77-17048  Filed  6-15-77:8:46  am] 


|  Docket  No.  40-2259] 

UTAH  INTERNATIONAL  INC.  (LUCKY  MC 
URANIUM  CORPORATION) 

Availabiilty  of  Applicant's  Environmental 
Report 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Commission  in  10  CFR 
Part  51,  Utah  International  Inc.  has  filed 
an  environmental  report  and  supplement 
in  support  of  their  application  for  re¬ 
newal  of  Source  Material  License  SUA- 
672  for  the  Lucky  Me  Uranium  Mill,  Gas 
Hills,  Fremont  County,  Wyoming.  Lucky 
Me  Uranium  Corporation  has  pending  a 
request  to  transfer  Source  Material  Li¬ 
cense  SUA-672  from  Utah  International 
Inc.,  to  Lucky  Me  Uranium  Corporation. 

The  reports,  which  discuss  environ¬ 
mental  considerations,  related  to  the  op¬ 
eration  of  the  mill,  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Pub¬ 
lic  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20555.  Copies  of  the  re¬ 
ports  are  also  being  made  available  at 
the  State  Clearinghouse,  State  Planning 
Coordinator,  Office  of  the  Governor,  Cap¬ 
itol  Building,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  82001. 


After  the  environmental  reports  have 
been  analyzed  by  the  staff,  a  draft  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  will  be  prepared. 
Upon  preparation  of  the  draft  environ¬ 
mental  statement,  the  Commission  will, 
among  other  things,  cause  to  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  a  sum¬ 
mary  notice  of  availability  of  the  draft 
statement,  with  a  request  for  comments 
from  interested  persons  on  the  draft 
statement.  The  summary  notice  will  also 
contain  a  statement  to  the  effect  that 
comments  of  Federal  agencies  and  State 
and  local  officials  will  be  made  available 
when  received.  Upon  consideration  of 
comments  submitted  with  respect  to  the 
draft  environmental  -statement,  the  staff 
will  prepare  a  final  environmental  state¬ 
ment,  the  availability  of  which  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Rtgister. 


Dated  at  Silver  Spring,  Maryland,  this 
8th  day  of  June  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Leland  C.  Rouse, 
Fuel  Processing  and  Fabrica¬ 
tion  Branch,  Division  of  Fuel 
Cycle  and  Material  Safety. 


[FR  Doc.77-17046  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 


WASHINGTON  PUBLIC  POWER  SUPPLY 
SYSTEM,  NUCLEAR  PROJECTS  NOS.  3 
AND  5 

Request  for  Suspension  of  Limited  Work 
Authorization 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  by  letter 
dated  May  12,  1977,  The  Camran  Cor¬ 
poration,  3040  W.  Commodore  Way. 
Seattle,  Washington  98199,  filed  a  re¬ 
quest  for  the  suspension  of  the  Limited 
Work  Authorization  granted  to  the 
Washington  Public  Power  Supply  Sys¬ 
tem  for  Nuclear  Projects  Nos.  3  and  5, 
Elma,  Washington.  In  accordance  with 
the  procedures  specified  in  10  CFR  2.206 
appropriate  action  will  be  taken  on  this 
request  within  a  reasonable  time. 

A  copy  of  the  request  is  available  for 
inspection  in  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  and  at  the 
W.  H.  Abel  Memorial  Library,  125  Main 
Street,  South,  Montesano,  Washington. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  9th 
day  of  June  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Wm.  H.  Regan,  Jr., 
Chief,  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  2,  Division  of  Site 
Safety  and  Environmental 
Analysis. 


[FR  Doc.77-17049  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  77-24] 

ACCIDENT  REPORTS;  SAFETY 
RECOMMENDATIONS  AND  RESPONSES 

Availability  and  Receipt 

Aircraft  Accident  Report. — The  failure 
of  each  pilot  to  maintain  adequate  vlgi- 
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lance  was  probably  the  cause  of  the  fatal 
midair  collision  of  two  Piper  PA-28  air¬ 
craft  near  Huntsville,  Missouri,  last  July 
24,  the  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board  has  determined.  No  reason  could 
be  found  for  this  lack  of  vigilance. 

One  Piper,  a  private  flight  operating 
under  instrument  flight  rules  and  under 
the  control  of  Kansas  City  air  route  traf¬ 
fic  control  center,  was  en  route  from  Ur- 
bana,  Illinois,  to  Emporia,  Kansas.  The 
other  Piper,  a  Reeds  Aviation,  Inc.,  air 
taxi  /charter  flight  operating  under  vis¬ 
ual  flight  rules  and  without  a  flight  plan, 
was  climbing  en  route  from  Salisbury, 
Missouri,  to  the  Chicago,  Illinois,  area. 
The  collision  occurred  at  6,000  feet.  The 
pilot  and  two  passengers  aboard  the  air 
taxi  and  the  pilot  and  one  passenger 
aboard  the  other  Piper  were  killed;  both 
aircraft  were  destroyed. 

Both  pilots  were  qualified  for  the 
flights,  and  there  was  no  evidence  of  any 
preaccident  failure  of  either  aircraft  or 
their  components.  Since  the  sky  was  clear 
and  visibility  unrestricted,  the  Safety 
Board  concluded  that  weather  was  not 
a  factor.  The  relatively  low  closure  rates, 
the  location  of  each  target  in  each  air¬ 
craft  windshield,  and  the  visibility,  would 
hate  combined  to  permit  each  pilot  am¬ 
ple  opportunity  to  see  the  other  aircraft 
in  time  to  prevent  the  collision. 

This  midair  collision  accident,  the 
Board  said,  is  an  example  of  the  limita¬ 
tions  of  the  see-and-avoid  concept.  It 
should  serve  as  a  reminder  to  all  pilots 
to  constantly  maintain  vigilance  while 
flying  in  visual  flight  conditions  regard¬ 
less  of  the  type  flight  plan  under  which 
they  are  operating,  to  request  traffic  ad¬ 
visories  from  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration  facilities,  and  to  insure  that 
their  transponder  is  on  and  functioning 
property. 

Copies  of  the  Board’s  narrative  report. 
No.  NTSB- AAR-77-2,  are  now  available 
to  the  public. 

During  investigation  of  the  Huntsville 
accident  and  several  other  recent  air¬ 
craft  accidents,  the  Safety  Board  dis¬ 
covered  certain  problems  regarding  med¬ 
ical  certification  of  airmen — problems 
which  demonstrate  nonadherence  to  14 
CFR  Part  87  as  well  as  a  lack  of  quality 
control  by  Aviation  Medical  Examiners 
and  .the  FAA’s  Civil  Aeromedical  In¬ 
stitute.  Four  corrective  recommenda¬ 
tions,  Nos.  A-77-5  through  8,  were  issued 
last  February  17  to  the  FAA.  (See  42  FR 
10915,  February  24.  1977.) 

Railroad  Accident  Report. — Two  loco¬ 
motive  units  and  11  cars  of  hn  Amtrak 
train  derailed  near  Goodman,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  June  30,  1976,  when  the  track 
structure  was  unable  to  withstand  the 
lateral  forces  generated  by  excessive 
swaying  of  the  locomotive  trucks.  The 
Safety  Board  report  on  the  investigation 
of  this  accident,  report  No.  NTSB-RAR- 
77-3,  was  made  available  June  6. 

One  trackman  was  killed  when  the 
“Panama  Limited”  derailed  on  Illinois 
Central  Gulf  railroad  track.  Six  other 
trackmen  were  injured,  along  with  11 
members  of  the  tra increw  and  34  of  the 
145  passengers.  The  train  was  traveling 
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at  88  mph — 9  miles  an  hour  over  the 
allowable  speed — when  it  derailed. 

The  Safety  Board  determined  that  the 
probable  cause  of  this  accident  was  the 
tipping  of  the  east  rail  and  widening  of 
track  gage  when  the  track  structure  was 
unable  to  withstand  the  lateral  forces 
generated  by  excessive  oscillations  of  the 
locomotive  trucks  due  to  irregularities- 
in  the  track  alignment  and  cross  level, 
the  wet  ballast  and  subgrade,  and  the 
train’s  excessive  speed.  The  excessive  os¬ 
cillations  occurred  even  though  track 
alignment,  track  surface,  and  crosstie 
spiking  complied  with  the  minimum  re¬ 
quirements  for  Federal  Railroad  Admin¬ 
istration  Class  4  track,  indicating  that 
these  requirements  are  inadequate. 

As  a  result  of  its  investigation  of  this 
accident,  the  Safety  Board  on  April  21 
issued  three  recommendations  to  FRA — 
two  designed  to  amend  FRA  track  geom¬ 
etry  standards,  and  a  third  urging  the 
inclusion  in  review  of  current  FRA  track 
safety  regulations,  investigation  and 
testing  to  determine  whether  minimum 
track  conditions  required  for  the  FRA 
classes  of  track  by  49  CFR  213.9  are 
adequate  for  all  types  of  trains  and  for 
the  maximum  allowable  speed  for  each 
class.  (See  42  FR  21677,  April  28,  1977.) 

Pipeline  Safety  Recommendations. — 
Following  investigation  into  two  gas  ex¬ 
plosion  accidents,  both  in  residential 
areas,  the  Safety  Board  last  week  issued 
eight  new  pipeline  safety  recommenda¬ 
tions.  One  accident  occurred  last  Au¬ 
gust  8  in  Allentown,  Pennsylvania;  the 
other  accident  occurred  last  January  25 
near  Williamsport,  Pennsylvania. 

The  Allentown  explosion  at  2  p.m.  de¬ 
stroyed  a  house  at  1127  Oak  Street.  The 
gas  migrated  from  a  break  in  a  4-inch 
cast-iron  main  under  the  street,  through 
loose  soil  under  a  concrete  sidewalk,  and 
into  the  building  through  cracks  and 
openings  in  its  foundation;  26  minutes 
later,  another  house  exploded  across  the 
street  from  the  site  of  the  first  explosion. 
The  front  brick  wall  collapsed  into  the 
street,  trapping  two  firemen.  The  street 
then  caved  in  directly  in  front  of  the 
trapped  firemen.  The  cast-iron  gas  main 
within  the  sinkhole  broke  into  several 
pieces;  flames  from  the  broken  main, 
more  than  10  feet  high,  hampered  rescue. 
Two  firemen  were  killed,  14  persons  were 
injured,  4  buildings  were  destroyed,  and 
several  buildings  were  damaged. 

Because  of  lack  of  coordination  be¬ 
tween  UGI  personnel  and  firemen  as  to 
their  responsibilities  in  the  emergency, 
two  gas  meters  were  overlooked  and  were 
not  shut  off.  This  probably  provided  the 
source  of  ignition  for  the  second  explo¬ 
sion,  the  Board  said. 

Gas  was  allowed  to  burn  after  each  of 
the  explosions  because  the  firemen  had 
been  taught:  “Burning  gas  will  not  ex¬ 
plode”;  and  “if  Viatural  gas  is  burning 
outside,  the  firemen  should  make  no  at¬ 
tempt  to  extinguish  a  gas  fire.”  These 
statements,  although  true  under  most 
circumstances,  are  too  simplified  to  cover 
all  situations,  and  attempts  should  be 
made  to  modify  training  materials  to  in- 
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elude  provisions  for  events  similar  to  this 
accident. 

Accordingly,  on  June  8  the  Safety 
Board  issued  three  recommendation 
letters; 

To  UGI  Corporation,  Reading,  Penn¬ 
sylvania — 

Revise  your  1968  Guide  for  Fire  Fighters 
and  training  program  by  Incorporating  In¬ 
structions  on  how  to  deal  with  events  similar 
to  this  accident  with  particular  emphasis  on 
the  proper  use  of  combustible  gas  Indicators. 
(P-77-1) 

Revise  your  emergency  plans  to  Incorporate 
the  revisions  that  becarrle  effective  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1976,  to  49  CFR  192.615,  and  to  Insure 
emergency  response  coordination  with  Are 
and  other  public  officials.  Particular  empha¬ 
sis  should  be  placed  on  the  availability  and 
the  proper  use  of  combustible  gas  Indicators 
(P-77-2) 

Expedite.  In  conjunction  with  equipment 
manufacturers,  the  development  of  a  sur¬ 
vey  unit  that  could  be  used  to  detect  the 
location  of  sinkholes  In  the 'vicinity  of  cast- 
iron  gas  mains.  “Down ward! ooklng"  radar 
equipment  should  be  Investigated  as  one  pos¬ 
sible  means  of  surveying  for  sinkholes.  (P- 
77-3) 

To  Materials  Transportation  Bureau, 
U  S.  Department  of  Transportation — 

Encourage,  coordinate,  and  monitor  devel¬ 
opment  of  equipment  which  could  be  used 
to  detect  the  location  of  sinkholes  In  the 
vicinity  of  underground  utilities.  (P-77-4) 

To  the  Gas  Piping  Standards  Commit¬ 
tee,  American  Society  of  Mechanical  En¬ 
gineers,  New  York  City — 

Develop  guidelines  to  assist  operators  dur¬ 
ing  emergencies  to  promptly  Isolate  leaking 
segments  of  pipe  in  a  low-pressure  system. 
(P-77-5) 

Each  erf  the  five  recommendations 
above  is  designated  “Class  HI,  Longer 
Term  Followup.” 

With  respect  to  the  Williamsport  acci¬ 
dent,  at  1:36  am.  on  January  25,  a  lowr- 
order  explosion  and  fire  destroyed  a 
house;  the  occupant  was  not  seriously 
injured.  At  1:44  am.  nearby  volunteer 
firemen  responded  and  notified  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Gas  and  Water  Company  (Penn 
Gas)  of  Wilkes-Barre,  Pennsylvania,  of 
strong  odors  of  gas  at  the  accident  site. 
A  local  serviceman,  arriving  at  2:10  a.m., 
determined  that,  since  there  was  no  gas 
service  into  the  house  that  exploded,  the 
gas  main  was  leaking;  he  telephoned  his 
dispatcher  for  a  street  crew  at  2:15  a.m. 

At  2:39  a.m.,  a  few  minutes  after  the 
street  crew  arrived,  another  explosion 
demolished  a  large  house  100  feet  away. 
A  resident  of  the  house  and  a  bystander 
were  killed;  several  persons,  including 
19  firemen,  were  injured.  Automobiles,  a 
fire  truck,  and  many  houses  within  a 
one-block  radius  were  damaged  severely. 

The  Safety  Board  found  that  Penn 
Gas  did  not  have  a  program  in  Williams¬ 
port  fot  instructing  the  volunteer  fire 
department  on  procedures  to  be  followed 
during  a  gas  emergency.  The  serviceman 
at  the  accident^site  did  not  establish  a 
liaison  with  the  fireman  or  offer  any  ad¬ 
vice  regarding  checking  other  buildings 
for  gas  accumulations  and  evacuation  of 
residents  and  bystanders  from  the  area. 
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Penn  Gas  traced  the  leaking  gas  back 
to  its  4-inch  bare  steel  gas  main,  which 
was  installed  as  a  low-pressure  main  in 
1963  and  was  later  converted  to  high- 
pressure  service.  The  pipe  was  excavated 
in  an  alley  60  feet  from  one  of  the  de¬ 
molished  houses. 

Investigation  also  revealed  that  a  gas 
company  inspection  program  was  not 
adequate  to  protect  gas  facilities  from 
damage  by  extensive  sewer  construction. 

Accordingly,  by  letter  dated  June  6,  the 
Safety  Board  recommended  that  Penn 
Gas — 

Excavate,  on  a  random  sample  basis  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  the  Pennsylvania  Public  Service 
Commission,  the  welds  In  the  failed  4-lnch 
gas  main  and  nondestructively  test  them  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  American  Petroleum  Institute 
1104  Welding  Code  to  determine  if  there  are 
more  faulty  welds  on  the  pipeline.  Replace 
or  repair  all  welds  which  do  not  pass  rein¬ 
spection.  (P-77-6) 

Instruct  its  personnel  in  inspection  tech¬ 
niques  and  procedures  and  emphasize  the 
potential  hazards  of  undetected  faulty  welds 
and  construction  damage  to  operating  pipe¬ 
lines.  (P-77-7) 

Reemphasize  and  Instruct  gas  operations 
personnel  on  the  Importance  of  liaison  with 
the  fire  department  and  establish  with  all 
fire  departments,  including  volunteer  fire 
departments,  what  the  proper  response 
should  be  to  every  type  of  gas  emergency. 
(P-77-6) 

Recommendation  P-77-6  is  designated 
"Class  I,  Urgent  Followup”;  P-77-7  and 
8  are  “Class  II,  Priority  Followup”  rec¬ 
ommendations. 

Responses  to  Safety  Recommendations 

Aviation:  A-73-46. — Federal  Aviation 
Administration  letter  of  May  31  is  in 
response  to  the  Safety  Board’s  request 
of  May  6,  1977,  asking  for  further  details 
about  a  minimum  safe  altitude  warning 
system  (MSAW)  which  the  Board 
learned  has  been  developed  as  an  integral 
part  of  the  ARTS  III  computer  and 
which  is  expected  to  be  introduced  into 
the  national  aviation  system  shortly. 
Also,  the  Board’s  May  6  letter  asked  FAA 
for  assurance  that  procedures  have  been 
developed  to  prevent  recurrence  of  acci¬ 
dents  that  generated  this  recommenda¬ 
tion.  A-73-46  was  issued  following  in¬ 
vestigation  of  the  Eastern  Airlines  Lock¬ 
heed  L-1011  accident  at  Miami,  Florida, 
December  29,  1972  (report  No.  NTSB- 
AAR-73-14)  and  asked  that  FAA  review 
the  ARTS  III  program  for  possible  devel¬ 
opment  of  procedures  to  aid  flightcrews 
when  marked  deviations  in  altitude  are 
noticed  by  an  air  traffic  controller. 

On  December  18,  1973,  the  Safety 
Board  was  informed  that  the  FAA’s  Sys¬ 
tems  Research  and  Development  Service 
had  contracted  UNIVAC  to  develop  the 
hardware  and  software  modifications 
necessary  to  implement  this  recommen¬ 
dation.  On  May  13,  1974,  the  Board  was 
advised  that  the  FAA  Systems  Research 
and  Development  Service  was  conducting 
tests  to  verify  the  feasibility  of  the  con¬ 
cept. 

To  FAA’s  May  31  letter  are  attached 
copies  of  Advisory  Circular  AC  90-72 
which  describes  the  capabilities  of  the 
NS  AW  function,  an  FAA  news  release 
‘Fact  Sheet-MSAW”  which  describes  In 
part  the  history  of  MSAW  development, 
how  MSAW  works,  and  paragraph  33, 
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•  Safety  Advisory,”  represcribed  control 
procedures  from  Air  Traffic  Control 
Handbook  7110.65.  FAA  anticipates  that 
all  63  ARTS  in  terminal  facilities  will 
be  MSAW  equipped  and  operational  by 
June  30.  The  ARTS  in  add-on  feature 
is  now  operational  at  17  locations,  FAA 
said. 

FAA  reports  that  although  the  pro¬ 
cedures  will  minimize  possibilities  of  re¬ 
currence  of  the  type  of  accidents  that 
generated  A-73-46,  FAA  said  it  cannot 
assure  the  Safety  Board  that  they  will  in 
fact  prevent  similar  type  accidents  in  the 
future.  FAA  stated,  “The  MSAW  system 
is  designed  to  provide  the  controller  with 
information  that  he  may  relay  to  the 
pilot  to  assist  him  in  his  safe  altitude 
management  responsibility.  It  in  no  way 
relieves  the  pilot  of  his  responsibility  for 
safe  altitude  management.” 

Aviation:  A-77-12  and  13. — Federal 
Aviation  Administration  letter  of  June  2 
responds  to  recommendations  issued  last 
March  14  re  formulation  and  dissemina¬ 
tion  of  a  training  program  for  firefight¬ 
ing  personnel  involved  in  crash/flre/ 
rescue  activities  at  noncertiflcated  air¬ 
ports.  (See  42  FR  15993,  March  24,  1977.) 
FAA  concurs  in  both  recommendations. 

Re  A-77-12,  FAA  reports  that  its  Ad¬ 
visory  Circular  (AC)  139.49-1  presents 
a  recommended  training  program  for  air¬ 
craft  firefighting  and  rescue  personnel. 
In  addition  to  covering  the  two  primary 
areas  of  training — operation  of  airport 
firefighting  and  rescue  equipment  and 
the  principles  of  aircraft  firefighting  and 
rescue  techniques — the  AC  includes  a 
basic  program  for  practical  training, 
subjects  for  classroom  or  individual 
study,  information  on  the  availability  of 
courses/course  material,  and  safety  pro¬ 
cedures  for  hot  fire  training.  The  AC  was 
published  in  November  1974  to  furnish 
airport  operators  of  certificated  airports 
guidance  under  FAR  Part  139. 

The  June  2  letter  references  discussion 
of  current  efforts  in  this  area  contained 
in  FAA’s  letter  of  May  18  to  the  Safety 
Board  concerning  recommendation  A- 
76-142.  (See  42  FR  29580,  June  9,  1977.) 

A-77-13  recommended  that  FAA  dis¬ 
seminate  the  training  program,  in  co¬ 
ordination  with  the  Commuter  Airlines 
Association  of  America,  the  National  Fire 
Prevention  and  Control  Administration, 
and  the  American  Association  of  Air¬ 
port  Executives,  to  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments  and  airport  operators,  and  urge 
them  to  adopt  it  in  the  interest  of  pas¬ 
senger  safety. 

In  response,  FAA  notes  that  its  rec¬ 
ommended  training  program  under  AC 
139.49-1  was  originally  disseminated 
through  the  AC  150  series  (Airport  Com¬ 
pliance  Program  and  Airport  Safety- 
General)  distribution  list.  Total  number 
of  subscribers  varies  from  month  to 
month,  FAA  says,  but  normally  runs  15,- 
000-17,000  The  AC  is  listed  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  as  available  to  the  general 
public  free  of  charge.  A  much  broader 
audience  was  reached  than  recommend¬ 
ed,  FAA  says. 

FAA  expects  to  be  working  with  the 
National  Fire  Prevention  and  Control 
Administration  on  developments  in  the 
aircraft  firefighter  training  area.  FAA 
strongly  recommends  implementation  of 
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the  advice  contained  in  AC  139.41  at 
noncertiflcated  airports,  and  concurs 
with  recommendation  A-77-13  from  the 
point  that  its  advisory  circular  distribu¬ 
tion  already  includes  the  majority  of  the 
listed  groups.  FAA  does  not  believe  any 
additional  distribution  through  these 
groups  is  warranted  at  this  time. 

Aviation:  A-77-32  and  33. — Federal 
Aviation  Administration  letter  of  May  24 
is  a  further  response  to  the  two  recom¬ 
mendations  issued  by  the  Board  immedi¬ 
ately  following  the  May  16  accident  in¬ 
volving  a  Sikorsky  Model  S-61L  heli¬ 
copter  on  the  Pan  American  Building’s 
heliport  in  New  York  City.  FAA’s  initial 
response  of  May  20  was  reported  at  42 
FR  29580,  June  9,  1977. 

Recommendation  A-77-32  asked  FAA 
to  issue  an  airworthiness  directive  to  re¬ 
quire  an  immediate  one-time  inspection 
by  an  approved  method  on  both  the  for¬ 
ward  and  aft  main  landing  gear  attach¬ 
ment  fittings,  right  and  left,  on  all  Si¬ 
korsky  Model  61L  series  helicopters  hav¬ 
ing  similar  Installations.  FAA  reports 
that  a  “telegraphic  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive  has  been  Issued  to  require  prior  to 
next  flight  fluorescent  penetrant  inspec¬ 
tion  of  the  forward  and  aft  main  landing 
gear  attachment  fittings,  right  and  left, 
on  all  affected  Sikorsky  Model  61  series 
helicopters.  In  addition,  a  visual  inspec¬ 
tion  is  required  prior  to  the  first  flight 
of  each  day.” 

Re  A-77-33,  which  asked  FAA  to  re¬ 
evaluate  the  current  inspection  interval 
and  issue  requirements  for  more  fre¬ 
quent  periodic  inspections  if  necessary  to 
insure  continued  safe  operation,  FAA  re¬ 
ports  that  assessments  are  being  made  by 
FAA  and  the  manufacturer  to  establish 
a  service  life  and  additional  inspections 
based  on  available  data  and  service  ex¬ 
perience.  The  assessments  should  be 
completed  within  60  days,  FAA  said,  at 
which  time  FAA  will  initiate  action  in 
consonance  with  the  recommendation. 

Marine:  69-M-60  and  71-M-28. — Let¬ 
ter  of  May  26  from  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
in  answer  to  these  two  recommendations, 
reports  that  a  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  concerning  offshore  drilling  units 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  May  2,  1977  (42  FR  22296).  Coast 
Guard  does  not  consider  further  response 
to  these  recommendations  to  be  neces¬ 
sary.  A  copy  of  the  proposal  is  attached 
to  the  letter. 

Recommendation  69-M-60  was  issued 
following  investigation  of  Continental 
Oil  Rig  43-A,  explosion  and  fire  in  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico,  October  24.  1967.  The 
recommendation  asked  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation,  in  conjuntion 
with  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
study  the  need  for  safety  regulations  or 
the  revision  of  regulations  for  fixed  and 
mobile  drilling  and  production  units 
operating  on  the  outer  continental  shelf, 
including  the  operating  equipment,  the 
methods  and  operations  used  in  drilling 
for  and  the  production  of  oil,  gas.  or 
other  subsoil  minerals,  and  the  trans¬ 
portation  thereof  by  pipeline. 

Recommendation  71-M-28  was  issued 
as  a  result  of  investigation  of  the  explo¬ 
sions  and  fire  on  the  Chambers  and  Ken- 

16,  1977 


nedy  Offshore  Platform,  Block  189-L, 
and  fire  on  the  MV  Carryback  In  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico,  May  28,  1970.  The  rec¬ 
ommendation  asked  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  and  the  Department  of 
Transportation  to  evaluate  their  present 
regulations  governing  fixed  and  mobile 
offshore  drilling  and  production  struc¬ 
tures  operating  under  Federal  jurisdic¬ 
tion.  and.  based  on  analysis  of  casualty 
data,  determine  whether  revisions  or  ad¬ 
ditions  are  needed  to  prevent  recurrence 
of  similar  casualties. 

Marine:  M -7 4-30. — Coast  Guard’s  let¬ 
ter  of  May  19  provides  updated  infor¬ 
mation  on  this  recommendation  which 
was  discussed  at  the  latest  NTSB/USCG 
quarterly  meeting.  May  4.  The  recom¬ 
mendation  was  issued  as  a  result  of  the 
investigation  into  the  death  of  three  of¬ 
ficers  aboard  the  SS  William  T.  Steele, 
November  18,  1972. 

The  Coast  Guard  letter  cites  Title  46 
U.S.C.  673  in  part: 

•  •  •  nor  shall  any  licensed  officer  or  seaman 
In  the  deck  or  engine  department  be  required 
to  work  more  than  eight  hours  In  one  day; 

•  •  •  these  provisions  shall  not  limit  either 
the  authority  of  the  master  or  other  officer 

•  •  •  when  In  the  judgment  of  the  master 
or  other  officer,  the  whole  or  any  part  of  the 
crew  are  needed  for  maneuvering,  shifting 
berth,  mooring  or  unmooring  the  vessel  or 
the  performance  of  work  necessary  for  the 
safety  of  the  vessel,  her  passengers,  crew  and 
cargo  or  for  the  saving  of  Ufe  aboard  other 
vessels  In  Jeopardy,  or  when  In  port  or  at  sea, 
from  requiring  the  whole  or  any  part  of  the 
crew  to  participate  In  the  performance  of 
Are,  lifeboat  or  other  drills. 

Coast  Guard  states  that  since  the  sea¬ 
men  employed  on  board  U.S.  vessels  are 
already  protected  from  being  required  to 
work  excessively  long  hours,  further  ac¬ 
tion  on  recommendation  M-74-30 
“would  appear  to  be  redundant.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  the  May  19  letter.  Coast  Guard  has 
considered  this  recommendation  closed 
since  March  21,1975. 

Note. — The  above  notice  consists  of  sum¬ 
maries  of  Safety  Board  documents  made 
available,  and  safety  recommendation  re¬ 
sponses  received,  during  the  week  preceding 
publication  of  this  notice  In  the  Federal 
Register.  The  accident  reports  and  the  saf¬ 
ety  recommendation  letters  In  their  entirety, 
are  avaUable  to  the  general  public;  single 
copies  are  obtainable  without  charge.  Copies 
of  the  full  text  of  responses  to  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  any  Board  correspondence  may  be 
obtained  at  a  cost  of  $4.00  for  service  and 
10  cents  per  page  for  reproduction.  All  re¬ 
quests  must  be  In  writing.  Identified  by  the 
recommendation  number  and  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  In  the  Federal  Register. 
Address  Inquiries  to:  Public  Inquiries  Sec¬ 
tion,  National  Transportation  Safety  Board. 
Washington,  D.C.  20594. 

Multiple  copies  of  accident  reports 
may  be  purchased  by  mail  from  the  Na¬ 
tional  Technical  Information  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Spring- 
field,  Virginia  22151. 

(Secs.  304(a)  (2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-633,  88 
Stat.  2169.  2172  (49  U.S.C.  1903.  1906)).) 

Margaret  L.  Fisher, 
Federal  Register, 
Liaison  Officer. 

June  13,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-17303  Filed  6-13-77;8:45  am) 
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NOTICES 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  on  June  10.  1977  (44  U.S.C.  3509) . 
The  purpose  of  publishing  this  list  in  the 
Federal  Register  is  to  inform  the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received:  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number's', 
if  applicable:  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an 
indication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear  to 
raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be  ap¬ 
proved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

Revisions 

department  of  transportation 

Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Notice  of 
Progress  of  Construction  or  Alteration, 
FAA  7460-2,  on  occasion,  private  enterprise, 
Marsha  Traynham,  395-4529. 

Extensions 

department  op  commerce 

Bureau  of  Census,  Survey  of  Oallonage  Sales 
of  Gasoline,  SG4,  SG4  (Birth),  SG-3. 
monthly,  Lowry.  R.  L.,  395-3772. 

department  of  transportation 

Coast  Guard.  Masters  Report  of  Seamen 
shipped  or  Discharged,  CG-735T,  monthly, 
masters  of  coastwide  merchant  vessels, 
Strasser,  A.,  395-5867. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 

Budget  and  Management  Officer. 

| FR  Doc  77-17252  Filed  6-15-77; 8: 45  am| 


CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  June  9,  1977  (44  U.S.C, 
3509) .  The  purpose  of  publishing  this  list 
in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform  the 
public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
Sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number(s), 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an  in¬ 
dication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear  to 
raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be  ap- 
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proved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office.  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington.  D.C. 
20503  ( 202-395-4529  > .  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Forms  ' 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

Money  Order  Survey,  1095,  single  time,  in¬ 
sured  savings  and  loan  associations,  Gay¬ 
lord  Worden.  395-4730. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service,  Claim  for  Reim¬ 
bursement  (SL.  SB,  SM  Programs),  FNS- 
806,  monthly,  school  food  authorities,  in-' 
stltutlons.  and  sponsoring  agencies.  Human 
Resources  Division,  395-3532. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  Employment, 
Wages,  and  Contribution  Report,  BLS  3031 
(ES  202),  quarterly,  States,  Strasser,  A., 
395-5867. 

Employment  Standards  Administration, 
Claim  for  Compensation  in  Death  Case  by 
Widow  and/or  Children  Under  the  Age  of 
Eighteen,  LB-262,  on  occasion,  widows, 
widowers,  and  guardians  of  children.  Mar¬ 
sha  Traynham,  395-4529. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen. 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 
(FR  Doc.77-17253  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am| 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SPECIAL  REPRESEN¬ 
TATIVE  FOR  TRADE  NEGOTIATIONS 

GENERALIZED  SYSTEM  OF  PREFERENCES 

Public  Hearings  on  Petitions  to  Modify  *He 
List  of  Articles  Receiving  Dut  e 
Treatment 

I.  Requests  to  present  oral  testimony, 
and  related  written  briefs,  in  connection 
with  public  hearings  announced  in  42  FR 
24878  (May  16,  1977)  should  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  Friday,  July  1,  1977. 

n.  Hearings  will  begin  at  10  a.m.  on 
Thursday,  July  14,  in  Room  2008  of  the 
New  Executive  Office  Building  (entrance 
on  17th  Street  between  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  and  H  Street,  N.W.),  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  and  will  continue  on  that  and 
subsequent  days  until  all  witnesses  wish¬ 
ing  to  appear  have  been  heard. 

1.  Acceptance  of  petitions  for  review. 
Notice  is  hereby  given  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Trade  Policy  Staff  Committee 
(TPSC)  of  acceptance  for  review  of  pe¬ 
titions  for  modification  of  the  list  of  arti¬ 
cles  receiving  duty-free  treatment  under 
the  Generalized  System  of  Preferences 
(GSP)  as  provided  for  in  Title  V  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (88  Stat.  2066-2071, 
19  U.S.C.  2461-2465).  These  petitions 
have  been  submitted,  and  will  be  re- 
viewed,  pursuant  to  regulations  codified 
at  15  CFR  Chapter  XX,  Part  2007.  Some 
of  the  petitions  have  been  accepted  not¬ 
withstanding  the  fact  that  additional  in¬ 
formation  has  been  requested  of  the  peti¬ 
tioners. 

The  list  of  petitions  accepted  for  re¬ 
view  is  set  forth  in  Annex  I  at  the  end 
of  this  notice. 

16,  1977 
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2.  Types  of  petitions  included  in  this 
review.  Petitions  to  add  articles  to  the 
list  of  eligible  articles  for  the  GSP  are 
listed  in  Part  1(A)  of  Annex  I. 

Petitions  to  remove  products  from  the 
list  of  eligible  articles  for  the  G6P  are 
listed  in  Part  1(B)  of  Annex  I. 

Petitions  to  subdivide  Tariff  Schedules 
of  the  United  States  (TSUS)  items  cur¬ 
rently  designated  as  eligible  articles  for 
the  GSP  are  listed  in  Part  1(C)  of  An¬ 
nex  I.  Petitions  to  determine  eligible  ar¬ 
ticles  as  not  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  any  article  produced  in  the  United 
States  on  January  3,  1975,  in  order  to 
avoid  loss  of  GSP  duty-free  treatment 
under  the  provisions  of  section  504 
(c)  (1)  (B)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974,  are 
listed  in  Part  1  (D)  of  Annex  I. 

Matters  being  considered  by  the  TPSC 
on  its  own  motion  are  listed  in  Part  2 
of  Annex  I. 

3.  Notice  of  public  hearings.  The  TPSC 
will  hold  public  hearings  at  the  time  and 
place  specified  at  the  beginning  of  this 
notice  on  all  petitions  and  articles  listed 
In  Annex  I.  The  TPSC  invites  briefs  and 
testimony  on  any  matters  covered  by 
Annex  I. 

4.  Requests  to  present  oral  testimony. 
All  requests  to  present  oral  testimony, 
and  accompanying  written  briefs,  must 
be  received  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Trade 
Policy  Staff  Committee,  Room  728,  1800 
G  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20506, 
not  later  than  the  close  of  business,  Fri¬ 
day,  July  1, 1977.  Requests  to  present  oral 
testimony  must  conform  to  the  regula¬ 
tions  codified  at  15  CFR  Chapter  XX, 
Parts  2001-2003,  which^  are  described 
below’. 

Pursuant  to  the  regulations  referred 
to  in  the  preceding  sentence,  a  request 
to  present  oral  testimony  will  be  granted 
only  if  a  written  brief  is  submitted  before 
the  deadline  for  submitting  such  briefs 
(in  this  instance,  July  1,  1977),  except 
that  no  such  brief  need  be  submitted  if 
the  party  requesting  to  testify  already 
has  submitted  a  petition  listed  in  Annex 
I  of  this  notice. 

The  deadlines  for  the  submission  of  re¬ 
quests  to  present  oral  testimony,  and  for 
tile  submission  of  written  briefs  may  be 
waived  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Trade 
Policy  Staff  Committee  for  reasons  of 
equity  and  public  policy. 

Requests  to  present  oral  testimony 
should  state  briefly  the  interest  of  the 
applicant  in  the  subject  matter,  the  posi¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  by  the  applicant  and 
whether  the  applicant  has  filed,  or  has 
joined  in  the  filing  of.  a  petition  listed 
in  Annex  I. 

In  addition,  requests  to  present  oral 
testimony  should  include  the  following 
information : 

(a)  The  name,  address,  telephone 
number,  and  official  position  (if  applica¬ 
ble)  of  the  party  submitting  the  request, 
and  the  person  or  persons  who  will  pre¬ 
sent  the  oral  testimony  (if  different  from 
the  party  submitting  the  request) ; 

(b)  The  description  and  tariff  item 
number  (s)  of  the  article  or  articles  in 
which  the  party  has  an  interest; 

(c)  The  subject  or  subjects  to  be  dealt 
with  in  the  proposed  testimony;  and 


(d)  The  amount  of  time  requested  for 
the  presentation  of  oral  testimony,  and, 
if  more  than  15  minutes  Is  requested,  the 
reasons  therefor. 

Each  person  scheduled  to  appear  be¬ 
fore  the  TPSC  will  be  notified  of  the 
date  and  the  amount  of  time  allotted  for 
his  presentation.  If  the  scheduled  ap¬ 
pearance  is  inconvenient  to  the  request¬ 
ing  person,  the  Secretary  of  the  TPSC 
will  consider  rescheduling  for  that  per¬ 
son.  The  Chairman  of  the  TPSC  reserves 
the  right  to  restrict  the  time  allotted  for 
oral  presentation,  and  to  deny  requests 
when  he  determines  that  the  proposed 
testimony  is  not  relevant  to  the  subject 
matter  of  the  hearings. 

5.  Submission  of  written  briefs.  Briefs 
must  conform  to  the  TPSC  regulations 
codified  at  15  CFR  Chapter  XX,  Parts 
2001-2003.  Briefs  must  be  submitted  in 
20  copies.  In  addition,  each  brief  should 
designate  clearly  on  the  first  page  the 
name  and  address  of  the  party  submit¬ 
ting  the  brief,  the  subject  matter  of  the 
brief,  and  the  item  number  of  the  article 
(or  articles)  in  the  Tariff  Schedules  of 
the  United  States  to  which  the  brief 
pertains. 

Every  WTitten  brief  must  present,  in 
nonconfidential  form,  a  statement  of  the 
party’s  position  and  supporting  argu¬ 
ments  sufficient  to  inform  any  other 
party  of  the  arguments  that  must  be  met 
in  order  to  oppose  the  position  taken  in 
the  brief. 

6.  Suggestions  on  the  preparation  of 
written  briefs  and  oral  testimony.  While 
there  are  no  formal  requirements  gov¬ 
erning  the  format  or  content  of  the 
material  submitted  (other  than  those 
mentioned  in  paragraphs  4  and  5  of  this 
notice),  the  TPSC  suggests  that  parties 
preparing  testimony  or  briefs  include  the 
following  points : 

(a)  An  introductory  summary  state¬ 
ment  indicating  the  interest  of  the  party 
on  whose  behalf  the  brief  or  testimony 
is  submitted,  and  the  position  to  be 
taken  in  the  brief  or  testimony ; 

<b)  A  clear  indication  of  the  matters 
covered  in  Annex  I  of  this  notice  of  in¬ 
terest  to  the  party  submitting  the  brief 
or  testimony,  and  a  statement  of  whether 
that  party  supports  or  opposes  the  action 
under  consideration;  and 

(c)  Any  data  or  arguments  relevant  to 
support  the  position  of  the  party  sub¬ 
mitting  the  brief  or  testimony. 

While  the  TPSC  welcomes  the  full 
presentation  of  oral  testimony,  it  is 
preferable  that  such  testimony  not  dupli¬ 
cate  material  submitted  in  writing,  since 
both  will  be  review’ed.  Instead,  oral 
presentations  should  emphasize  the 
main  points  of  the  briefs  or  petitions 
submitted,  expand  upon  their  contents 
when  necessary,  or  cover  any  develop¬ 
ments  occurring  since  the  briefs  were 
submitted.  Persons  presenting  oral  testi¬ 
mony  should  be  prepared  to  answer 
questions. 

7.  Rebuttal  briefs.  In  order  to  assure 
parties  the  opportunity  to  contest  the 
information  provided  by  other  parties, 
the  TPSC  will  accept  rebuttal  briefs  filed 
by  any  party  within  one  week  after  the 


close  of  the  hearings.  Rebuttal  briefs 
must  conform,  in  form  and  number,  to 
the  regulations  of  the  TPSC  and  the 
provisions  of  this  notice  applicable  to 
written  briefs.  Rebuttal  briefs  should  be 
limited  to  demonstrating  errors  of  fact 
or  analysis  not  pointed  out  in  the  briefs 
or  testimony  and  should  be  as  concise 
as  possible. 

8.  Information  exempt  from  public  in¬ 
spection.  Parties  are  referred  to  15  CFR 
Chapter  XX,  Sections  2003.6  and  2006.10. 
for  the  regulations  concerning  informa¬ 
tion  labelled  as  business  confidential 
and  exempt  from  public  inspection. 

Oral  testimony  should  contain  no  con¬ 
fidential  information.  Any  business  con¬ 
fidential  information  submitted  with 
written  briefs  should  be  clearly  identified 
as  confidential,  should  be  easily  separa¬ 
ble,  and  should  be  accompanied  by  a 
nonconfidential  summary  of  the  con¬ 
fidential  material.  If  the  Chairman  of 
the  TPSC  determines  that  he  cannot 
accord  confidential  treatment  to 
material  for  which  such  treatment  is 
requested,  that  material  will  be  returned 
to  the  addressee. 

9.  Public  inspection  of  written  mate¬ 
rials.  Subject  to  the  regulations  of  the 
TPSC,  and  except  for  business  con¬ 
fidential  information,  all  written  mate¬ 
rials  filed  with  the  TPSC  in  connection 
with  these  hearings  will  be  open  to  public 
inspection,  by  appointment  at  the 
Office  of  the  Trade  Policy  Staff  Commit¬ 
tee,  Room  728,  1800  G  Street,  N.W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

10.  Transcripts  of  the  hearings.  All  oral 
testimony  before  the  TPSC  will  be  re¬ 
corded  and  transcribed.  Persons  giving 
testimony  before  the  TPSC  may  correct 
errors  of  form  or  expression  in  the  testi¬ 
mony,  but  may  not  change  substance.  All 
corrections  must  be  approved  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  TPSC.  The  cost  of  making 
such  corrections  will  be  charged  to  the 
person  requesting  the  corrections. 

Transcripts  of  the  hearings  w'ill  be 
available  for  inspection  or  purchase. 

11.  Attendance  at  the  hearings.  The 
hearings  will  be  open  to  the  public.  Heavy 
or  disruptive  equipment  such  as  televi¬ 
sion  equipment,  will  not  be  admitted  to 
the  hearings  except  by  the  express  per¬ 
mission  of  the  Chairman  of  the  TPSC. 

12.  Communications.  All  communica¬ 
tions  with  regard  to  these  hearings 
should  be  addressed  to :  Secretary,  Trade 
Policy  Staff  Committee,  Office  of  the 
Special  Representative  for  Trade  Nego¬ 
tiations,  1800  G  Street,  N.W.,  Room  728. 
Washington,  D.C.  20506.  The  telephone 
number  of  the  Secretary  of  the  TPSC  is 
(202)  395-3395. 

Acceptance  of  the  petitions  listed  in 
Annex  I  does  not  indicate  any  opinion 
with  respect  to  a  disposition  on  the 
merits  of  the  petitions  accepted  for  re¬ 
view’.  Acceptance  indicates  only  that  the 
listed  petitions  have  been  found  to  be 
formally  adequate  as  bases  for  reviews 
by  the  TPSC.  and  that  such  review’s  will 
take  place. 

William  B.  Kelly,  Jr., 
Chairman,  Trade  Policy 
Staff  Committee. 
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Annex  I 


Part  1:  Petitions  Accepted  for  Review 

Case 

No. 

TSUS  or 

TSUSA  y 
item  No. 

Article 

•  • 

Petitioner 

/The  bracketed  language  in  this  list  has  been  included  only 
to  clarify  the  scope  of  the  numbered  items  which  are  being 
considered,  and  such  language  is  not  itself  intended  to 
describe  articles  which  are  under  consideration.? 

/ 

A.  Petitions  to  add  products  to  the  list  of  eligible  articles  for  the  Generalized 
System  of  Preferences  . 


77-1  Luggage  and  handbags,  whether  or  not  fitted  with  bottle.  Ambassador  International 

dining,  drinking,  manicure,  sewing,  traveling,  or  Tempe,  Arizona 

similar  sets;  and  flat  goods: 

/Of  leather;  of  unspun  fibrous  vegetable  materials; 
of  textile  materials  (except  yarns,  of  paper), 
whether  or  not  ornamented;  of  reinforced  or  lamina* 
ted  plastics? 

Of  other  materials: 

Zftandbags7 

/Of  beads,  of  bugles,  of  spangles,  of 
imitation  gemstones,  or  of  any  combina- 
tat  ion  thereof;  of  metal;  of  paper  yarn$7 
/Flat goods,  of  metal? 


706.6020 

or 

706.6020  (pt.) 


Other: 

Handbags 

or 

Handbags  of  vinyl 


77-2  Plywood,  whether  or  not  face  finished:  Ben  Pivnick  Plywood 

/Hot  face  finished,  or  face  finished  with  a  and  Veneer  Company 

clear  or  transparent  material  which  does  Farmington,  Michigan 

not  obscure  the  grain,  texture,  or  markings 
of  the  face  ply7 

Other 
or 

Face-finished  with  an  opaque  finish  of 
paint,  printed  simulated  grain,  or  paper 
overlay,  not  exceeding  in  any  dimension 
5/32  inch  in  thickness,  47  inches  in  width, 
and  85  inches  in  length 


240.25 
or 

240. 25  (pt.) 


77-3  Watch  cases  and  parts  thereof: 

Not  wholly  and  not  almost  wholly  of  gold  or 
platinum  or  of  both  gold  and  platinum: 

Wholly  or  in  part  of  silver;  or  containing 
gold  or  platinum;  or  set,  or  prepared  to 
be  set,  with  precious  or  semiprecious 
stones  or  with  imitation  gemstones 

720.24  Cases 

Other: 

720.28  Cases 

77-4  Gloves  of  rubber  or  plastics: 

Seamless 

/Surgical  and  medical? 

705.8430  Other 


Productos  Metalicos 
"America,”  S.A, 
Mexico  City,  Mexico 


Magla  Products 
Irvington,  New  Jersey 
Intermarket  Corporation 
Cleveland,  Ohio 


1/  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States  Vnnotated  (19  U.S.C.  1202). 
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Case 

No. 


77-5 


77-6 


77-7 


77-8 


TSUS  or 
:  TSUSA  u 
*  item  No. 

Article 

Petitioner 

1 

121.5850 

or 

121..  5850  (pt.) 

Leather,  in  the  rough,  partly  finished,  or  finished 
/[Chamois,  patent,  upholstery  leather? 

/Calf  and  kip;  pig  and  hog7 

Other: 

Not  fancy: 

/Vegetable-tanned  goat  and  sheep, 
in  the  rough;  buffalo? 

Other: 

/Bovine? 

Other  leather: 

Reptilian  and  shark  skin 
or 

Reptilian 

The  Fouke  Company 
Greenville,  South 
Carolina 

732.3610 

Parts  of  bicycles: 

/Frame  §7 

Other  parts  of  bicycles 

Hubs : 

Coaster  brakes 

The  Bendix  Corporation 
South  Bend,  Indiana 

Products  suitable  for  medicinal  use  and  drugs: 

Obtained,  derived,  or  manufactured  in  whole  or 
in  part  from  any  product  provided  for  in 
subpart  A  or  B  of  part  1  of  schedule  4  of  the 

Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States: 

/products  provided  for  in  items  407.02  through 
407.80? 

Other: 

Antibiotics  : 

/Penicillin  G,  potassium;  penicillin  G, 
procaine:  phenoxvmethylpenicillin, 
potassium? 

The  Dow  Chemical 
Company 

Indianapolis,  Indiana 

407.8525 

or 

407.8525  (pt.) 

Other 

or 

Rifampin 

B.  Petitions  to  remove  products  from  the  list  of  eligible  articles  for  the 
Generalized  System  of  Preferences 

- 

Complete  packing  boxes,  cases,  and  crates,  and  other 
containers  and  holders  chiefly  used  for  packing, 
transporting,  or  marketing  merchandise,  all  the  fore¬ 
going  (except  baskets  and  coopers’  products)  of  wood, 
whether  wholly  or  partly  assembled  or  not  assembled; 

/Packing  boxes  and  cases  with  solid  sides,  lids, 
and  bottoms;  containers  designed  for  use  in  the 
harvesting  of  fruits  and  vegetables? 

The  Martin  Bros. 
Container  and  Timber 
Product  Corp. 

Toledo,  Ohio 

204.30 

or 

204.30  (pt.) 

Other 

or 

Wirebound  boxes 

1/  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States  Annotated  (19  U.S.C.  1202). 
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•3 

Case  •  150501 

„  e  I  TSUSA  1/ 

No*  ;  item  No. 

’  Article 

• 

Petitioner 

77-9 

603.45 

Other  metal-bearing  materials  of  a  type  commonly  used,  fox 
the  extraction  of  metal  or  as  a  basis  for  the  manufacture 
of  chemical  compounds: 

/Products  provided  for  in  items  603.05  through  603. 3Q7 
Other: 

Materials  in  chief  vajue  of  tungsten 

Refractory  Metal 
Association 
Princeton,  New  Jersey 

629. 2S 

Tungsten,  unwrought  and  wrought;  tungsten  waste  and  scrap: 
Waste  and  scrap: 

Containing  by  weight  not  over  50  percent  of 
tungsten 

629.26 

Containing  by  weight  over  50  percent  of  tungsten 

649.43 

649.48 

Interchangeable  tools  for  hand  tools  or  for  machine  tools, 
including  dies  for  wire  drawing,  extrusion  dies  for  metal, 
and  rock  drilling  bits: 

/Files  and  rasps,  including  rotary  files  and  rasps/7 
Cutting  tools  (except  tools  provided  for  in  item  649.41) 
with  cutting  part  containing  by  weight  over  0.2 
percent  of  chromium,  molybdenum,  or  tungsten.  Or 
over  0.1  percent  of  vanadium 

Other: 

Not  suitable  for  cutting  metal: 

Wire-drawing  dies' and  extrusion  dies 

649.53 

Tool  tips;  and  plates,  blanks  and  other  forms  for  making 
tool  tips;  all  the  foregoing,  unmounted,  of  sintered 
metal  carbides 

C.  Petitions  to  subdivide  TSUS  items  currently  designated  as  eligible  articles  for  * 

the  Generalized  System  of  Preferences. 

77-10 

Radiotelegraphic  and  radiotelephonic  transmission  and 
reception  apparatus;  radiobroadcasting  and  television 
transmission  and  reception  apparatus,  and  television 
cameras;  record  players,  phonographs,  tape  recorders, 
dictation  recording  and  transcribing  machines,  record 
changers,  and  tone  arms;  all  of  the  foregoing,  and 
any  combination  thereof,  whether  or  not  incorporating 
clocks  or-other  timing  apparatus,  and  parts  thereof: 

Cox  Hobbies,  Inc. 

Santa  Anna,  California 

Radiotelegraphic  and  radiotelephonic  transmission 
and  reception  apparatus;  radiobroadcasting  and 
television  transmission  and  reception  apparatus, 
and  parts  thereof: 

/Television  apparatus,  and  parts  thereof^ 

• 

Other: 

/Solid-state  (tubeless)  radio  receiver§7 

» 

Other 

Transceivers : 

Citizens  Band  (CB) 

ZfB  transceiver  and  AM  or 

AM/FM  radio  combination 
Hand-held: 

• 

685.2505  Valued  not  over  $7.50 

each 
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Case 

No. 

TSUS  or  : 

TSUSA  1/  I 
itea  No.  I 

Article 

Petitioner 

D.  Petitions  to  determine  eligible  articles  as  not  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  any  article  produced  in  the  United  States  on  January  3,  1975,  in  order 
to  avoid  loss  of  GSP  duty-free  treatment  under  the  provisions  of  section 
504(c)(1)(B)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 


77.11  Articles  not  specially  provided  for,  of  leather:  Columbia  Impex  Corp. 

Of  reptile  leather:  New  York,  New  York 

791.80  (pt.)  Plaques  of  snakeskim 


Put  2:  Natters  Being  Considered  oa  the  TPS Cf  s  Own  Notion 


Case 

No. 


TSUS  or 
TSUSA  1 / 
item  No. 


Article 


A.  Possible  detenrination  of  eligible  articles  as  not  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  any  article  produced  in  the  customs  territory  of 
the  United  States  on  January  3,  1975,  and  therefore  not  subject  to 
,  loss  of  GSP  duty-free  treatment  under  the  provisions  of  section 
504(c)(1)(B)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

77-12  Vegetables,  fresh,  chilled,  or  frozen: 

Other : 

137.75  Chayote  (Sechium  edule) 


1/  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  Untied  States  Annotated  (19  U.S.C.  1202) 

[PR  Doc.77- 17211  Filed  6-1 5-77; 8: 46  am] 


SUSQUEHANNA  RIVER  BASIN 
COMMISSION 

EAST  PETERSBURG  BOROUGH  AUTHOR¬ 
ITY  GROUND-WATER  DEVELOPMENT 

Public  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Sus¬ 
quehanna  River  Basin  Commission  will 
hold  a  public  hearing  as  part  of  its  review 
of  the  East  Petersburg  Borough  Author¬ 
ity’s  (East  Petersburg,  PA')  ground-wa¬ 
ter  development.  The  hearing  will  be 
held  immediately  following  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  July  14,  1977,  meeting  which  is 
scheduled  to  begin  at  1:00  PM  in  the 
Penn  Harris  Motor  Inn,  UB.  Routes  11 
and  15  in  Camp  Hill,  Pennsylvania.  The 
hearing  is  being  held  to  receive  pertinent 
testimony  from  the  Authority  and  inter¬ 
ested  parties  concerning  the  Authority’s 
development  and  its  potential  Impact  on 
the  water  and  related  resources  of  the 
basin. 


The  East  Petersburg  Borough  Author¬ 
ity  water  supply  system  serves  approxi¬ 
mately  3,500  persons  In  the  Borough  of 
East  Petersburg,  Lancaster  County, 
Pennsylvania.  The  Authority  anticipates 
withdrawing  0.30  mgd  from  a  well  drilled 
and  developed  in  an  earlier  project.  In 
addition,  the  Authority  intends  to  con¬ 
struct  a  well  house,  water  softening  and 
treatment  plant,  and  transmission  facil¬ 
ities. 

The  principal  areas  of  interest  upon 
which  the  Commission  is  basing  its  re¬ 
view  of  the  project  are  demand  projec¬ 
tions,  availability  of  enough  water  to  sat¬ 
isfy  future  needs;  and  efficient  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  available  water  supplies. 

The  application  documents  filed  by  the 
project  sponsor  are  available  for  public 
inspection  during  regular  business  hours 
at  the  office  of  the  Susquehanna  River 
Basin  Comission,  5012  Lenker  Street, 
Mechanlcsburg,  Pennsylvania  17055.  The 
offices  are  open  to  the  public  from  8:00 


a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.,  Monday  through  Fri¬ 
day. 

Persons  wishing  to  participate  in  the 
hearing  may  present  oral  and/or  written 
testimony.  Those  wishing  to  testify  in 
person  are  requested  to  contact  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  the  Commission,  in  writing, 
prior  to  the  hearing. 

Robert  J.  Bielo. 

Executive  Director 
[FR  Doc.77-17284  Filed  6-15-77; 8: 45  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
AIR  TRAFFIC  CONTROL  TOWER 
Notice  of  Commissioning 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  June  17, 
1977,  through  September  10,  1977,  the 
Airport  Traffic  Control  Tower  at  tho 
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Martha’s  Vineyard  Airport,  Martha’s 
Vineyard,  Massachusetts,  will  be  com¬ 
missioned  at  a  part-time  PAA  facility. 
Hours  of  operation  will  be  established  in 
advance  by  a  Notice  of  Airmen  and. 
thereafter,  be  published  in  the  Airman’s 
Information  Manual.  This  information 
will  be  reflected  in  the  PAA  Organization 
Statement  the  next  time  it  is  issued 
Communications  to  the  tower  should  be 
as  follows: 

Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Airport 
Traffic  Control  Tower,  Post  Office  Box  71, 
Vineyard  Haven,  Massachusetts  02568. 

It  has  been  determined  that  good  cause 
exists  for  publication  of  this  notice  in 
less  than  thirty  (30)  days  prior  to  the 
commissioning  date. 

(Sec.  313(a),  72  Stat.752  (40  UB.C.  1354(a)); 
sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  US.C.  1655(c).) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  June  3,  1977. 

William  E.  Crosby, 

Acting  Director, 

New  England  Region. 

|FR  Doc.77-16807  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

FLIGHT  SERVICE  STATION  AT  ANDERSON, 
S.C. 

Reduction  of  Hours 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  or  about 
August  11,  1977,  the  Anderson,  S.C. 
Flight  Service  Station  will  be  closed  each 
day  from  10  p.m.  to  6  a.m.  local  time. 
This  information  will  be  reflected  In 
forthcoming  Issues  of  the  Airman’s  In¬ 
formation  Manual. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Georgia,  on  June 
7.  1977. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 
[FR  Doc.77-17091  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


FLIGHT  SERVICE  STATION  AT  ROCKY 
MOUNT,  N.C. 

Reduction  of  Hours 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  or 
about  August  11,  1977,  the  Rocky  Mount, 
N.C.  Flight  Service  Station  will  be  closed 
each  day  from  10  pm.  to  6  a.m.  local 
time.  This  information  will  be  reflected 
in  forthcoming  issues  of  the  Airman’s 
Information  Manual. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Georgia,  on 
June  7,  1977. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Regig&. 

[FR  Doc.77-17090  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  ami 


FLIGHT  SERVICE  STATION  AT 
TUSCALOOSA,  ALA. 

Reduction  of  Hours 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  or  about 
August  11, 1977,  the  Tuscaloosa,  Alabama 
Flight  Service  Station  will  be  closed  each 
day  from  10  pm.  to  6  am.  local  time. 
This  information  will  be  reflected  in 
forthcoming  issues  of  the  Airman’s  In¬ 
formation  Manual. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Georgia,  on  June 
7. 1977. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-17089  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 

FLIGHT  SERVICE  STATION  AT 
VALDOSTA  GA. 

Reduction  of  Hours 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  or  about 
August  11,  1977,  the  Valdosta,  Georgia 
Flight  Service  Station  will  be  closed  each 
day  from  10  pm.  to  6  am.  local  time. 
This  information  will  be  reflected  in 
forthcoming  issues  of  the  Airman’s  In¬ 
formation  Manual. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Georgia,  on  June 
7.  1977. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-17088  Filed  6-15-77; 8. 45  am] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

,  [  Docket  No.  IP77-3;  Notice  2  ] 

BATAVUS  USA,  INC. 

Petition  for  Exemption  From  Notice  and 
Remedy  for  Inconsequential  Noncompli¬ 
ance 

This  notice  denies  the  petition  by 
Batavus  USA,  Inc.  of  Atlanta,  Georgia,  to 
be  exempted  from  the  notification  and 
remedy  requirements  of  the  National 
Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  1381  et  seq.)  for  an  apparent  non- 
compliance  with  49  CFR  571.123,  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  123,  Motor¬ 
cycle  Controls  and  Displays.  The  com¬ 
pany  petitioned  on  the  basis  that  the 
noncompliance  is  inconsequential  as  it 
relates  to  motor  vehicle  safety. 

Notice  of  the  petition  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  March  3,  1977 
(42  FR  12285)  and  an  opportunity  af¬ 
forded  for  comment. 

Petitioner  is  an  importer  of  motor- 
driven  cycles  (mopeds).  Table  1  of 
Standard  No.  123  requires  that  the  man¬ 
ual  fuel  shut  off  control  on  such  vehicles 
have  the  following  operating  positions: 
“off”— control  forward;  “on” — control 
downward;  reserve”  (if  provided) — con¬ 
trol  upward.  The  Batavus  control,  how¬ 
ever,  has  the  following  noncomplying 


positions — “on”,  upward  Instead  of 
downward:  “reserve”,  backward  instead 
of  upward.  The  noncompliance  exists  on 
approximate  6,000  vehicles  manufac¬ 
tured  before  July  1976.  Petitioner  argues 
that  the  noncompliance  is  inconsequen¬ 
tial  because  the  improper  positions  “are 
clearly  marked  on  all  mopeds  in  such  a 
way  that  a  moped  user  cannot  be  mis¬ 
taken.”  Vehicles  manufactured  since 
July  1976  are  said  to  be  in  compliance 
with  Standard  No.  123. 

No  comments  were  received  on  the  pe¬ 
tition. 

The  decision  of  this  agency  in  the 
petition  by  Cimatti,  Ltd.  (41  FR  11860) 
is  dispositive  of  this  case.  There  NHTSA 
affirmed  that  the  purpose  of  Standard 
No.  123  is  “to  minimize  accidents  caused 
by  operator  error  in  responding  to  the 
motoring  environment  by  standardizing 
certain  controls  and  displays”  (S2).  The 
manual  fuel  shut  off  control  has  been 
standardized  (Table  1).  Although  a  mo¬ 
tor-driven  cycle  Is  not  required  to  have 
this  control.  If  the  manufacturer  chooses 
to  so  equip  his  vehicle,  the  control  must 
operate  as  the  standard  requires. 

Controls  and  displays  link  the  oper¬ 
ator  and  the  machine,  and  if  there  is 
confusion  as  to  their  location,  inter¬ 
pretation,  or  operation,  a  dangerous  sit¬ 
uation  may  result.  A  cyclist,  especially 
the  novice  and  the  cyclist  who  has 
changed  from  one  make  of  machine  to 
another,-  must  not  hesitate  when  con¬ 
fronted  with  an  emergency. 

Since  standardization  of  control  oper¬ 
ation  is  a  purpose  of,  and  justification 
for,  the  standard,  a  noncomplying  meth¬ 
od  of  operation  cannot  be  termed  in¬ 
consequential.  Batavus  USA,  Inc.  has 
not  met  its  burden  of  convincing  this 
agency  that  the  noncompliance  is  in¬ 
consequential  as  it  relates  to  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  safety  and  its  petition  is  hereby 
denied. 

(Sec.  102,  Pub.  L.  93-492,  88  Stat.  1470  (15 
T7.S.C.  1417);  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.50  and  49  CFR  501.8.) 

Issued  on  June  10,  1977. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.77-17201  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


Office  of  Pipeline  Safety  Operations 
[Docket  No.  77- 8W;  Notice  1J 

TENNESSEE  GA§  PIPELINE  CO. 

Grant  of  Waiver  From  Federal  Gas  Pipeline 
Safety  Standards 

On  February  16,  1977,  the  Tennessee 
Gas  Pipeline  Company  telephonically 
requested  a  waiver  from  compliance  with 
the  preinstallation  strength  test  require¬ 
ments  of  49  CFR  192.505(e)  for  certain 
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fabricated  piping  assemblies.  The  as¬ 
semblies  were  to  be  installed  at  each  end 
of  a  500-foot  gas  pipeline  being  con¬ 
structed  near  Katy,  Texas,  between 
Tennessee  Gas’s  No.  100-3  pipeline  and 
the  Dow  Gas  Company’s  “Bronco  pipe¬ 
line.” 

Section  192.505(e)  reads  as  follows: 

For  fabricated  units  and  short  sections  of 
pipe,  for  which  a  postinstallation  test  Is  Im¬ 
practical  a  preinstallation  strength  test  must 
be  conducted  by  maintaining  the  pressure  at 
or  above  the  test  pressure  for  at  least  4  hours. 

In  Addition,  §  192.503*  a)  provides,  in 
part: 

No  person  may  operate  a  new  segment  of 
pipeline,  or  return  to  service  a  segment  of 
pipeline  that  has  been  relocated  or  replaced 
until: 

(1)  It  has  been  tested  in  accordance  with 
this  subpast  to  substantiate  the  proposed 
maximum  allowable  operating  pressure  •  •  *. 

Tennessee  Gas  stated  in  its  telephone' 
call  and  in  a  subsequent  telegram  that : 

1.  The  assemblies  include  8”,  10",  and  12" 
pipe  pretested  for  at  least  8  hours  to  2,042 
psig  and  30"  pipe  pretested  to  1,750  pslg  for 
at  least  8  hours.  The  assemblies  also  include 
standard  regularly  manufactured  pipe  fit¬ 
tings. 

2.  The  design  maximum  allowable  operat¬ 
ing  pressure  of  the  entire  facility  is  780  psig, 
however,  the  operating  pressure  is  not  ex¬ 
pected  to  exceed  approximately  680  psig. 

3.  The  facility  Is  to  be  installed  In  a  Class 
1  location  but  is  to  be  built  under  Class  3 
requirements  as  defined  in  49  CFR  192.6. 

4.  All  welds  in  the  assemblies  are  to  be  100 
percent  nondestructively  tested. 

Tennessee  Gas  further  stated  that  the 
waiver  is  necessary  to  save  at  least  36 
hours  in  installation  time  during  the 
nationwide  gas  shortage,  and  thus  speed 
the  delivery  of  between  150,000  MCF  and 
300,000  MCF  of  natural  gas  to  customers. 

In  consideration  of  (1 )  the  high  degree 
of  safety  afforded  by  the  proposed  con¬ 
struction  in  the  absence  of  the  strength 
test  required  by  8  192.505;  (2)  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  declaration  of  a  National  Gas 
Emergency  (42  CFR  6789);  and  (3)  the 
urgent  need  for  immediate  additional 
supplies  of  natural  gas,  it  was  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  requested  waiver  would 
not  be  inconsistent  with  gas  pipeline 
safety  and  that  it  would  be  in  the  public 
interest.  Therefore,  effective  February 
16,  1977,  Tennessee  Gas  was  orally 
granted  a  waiver  from  $  192.505(e), 
thereby  enabling  it  to  operate  the  pre¬ 
fabricated  piping  assemblies  consistent 
.with  the  requirements  of  J  192.503(a). 
This  notice  establishes  a  record  of  that 
waiver.  Regarding  8  192.503(a),  it  should 
be  noted  that  if.  in  the  future,  the  piping 
assemblies  are  relocated  or  replaced,  the 
waiver  does  not  permit  them  to  be  re¬ 
turned  to  service  without  compliance 
with  the  applicable  strength  test  require¬ 
ments  of  8  192.505. 

Tennessee  Gas  also  requested  that  the 
waiver  be  assignable  to  the'  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Company  to  whom  Ten¬ 
nessee  Gas  intends  to  transfer  its  inter¬ 
est  in  the  piping  assemblies.  MTB  does 
not  believe  that  the  granting  of  a  waiver 
confers  any  assignable  right  or  property 
interest  on  the  grantee.  Rather,  a  waiver 
establishes  a  particular  rule  for  an  op- 
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erator  based  on  specific  circumstances. 
Although  there  is  little  precedent  on  this 
issue,  it  seems  that  once  such  a  rule  is 
established  regarding  a  pipeline  facility, 
it  should  continue  In  effect  according  to 
its  terms  for  succeeding  operators  of  the 
facility  as  long  as  the  transfer  does  not 
alter  the  bases  of  the  waiver.  Since  it  is 
not  conceivable  that  a  transfer  to  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gas  of  the  piping  assemblies  to 
which  this  waiver  applies  would  change 
the  bases  of  the  waiver,  if  such  a  trans¬ 
fer  is  made.  MTB  would  consider  the 
waiver  granted  to  Tennessee  Gas  to  ap¬ 
ply  to  Columbia  Gas. 

Section  3(e)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Safety  Act  of  1968  (49  USC  1672 
<e))  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  Trans¬ 
portation  to  grant  waivers  from  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  Federal  gas  pipeline  safety 
standards.  Section  3(e)  of  the  Act  fur¬ 
ther  provides  that  subchapter  II  of  Chap¬ 
ter  5  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code 
shall  apply  to  all  orders  “waiving  com¬ 
pliance  with  any  standard  established 
under  this  Act.”  Therefore,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  5  USC  553(b),  in  view  of  the 
National  Gas  Emergency,  the  need  for 
a  waiver,  and  the  shortness  of  time  in¬ 
volved,  notice  and  public  procedure  cm 
the  granting  of  this  waiver  would  have 
been  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

(Sec.  3,  Pub.  L.  90-481,  82  Stat.  721.  49  USC 
1672;  40  FR  43901,  49- FR  1.53.) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
10.  1977. 

Cesar  DeLeon. 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Pipeline  Safety  Operations. 

|FR  Doc  77  17294  Filed  6- 16- 77; 8: 45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

TASK  FORCE  REPORT  ON  MOTOR 
VEHICLE  GOALS  BEYOND  1980 

Availability  of  Volume  3,  Appendices  and 
Revised  Safety  Panel  Report 

Purpose.  This  announcement  is  is¬ 
sued  to  make  known  the  availability  of 
copies  of  Volume  3,  Appendices,  and  the 
Revised  Safety  Panel  Report  of  the  Task 
Force  Report  on  Motor  Vehicle  Goals 
Beyond  1980. 1 

Background.  In  September  1976,  the  . 
draft  “Report  of  the  Federal  Task  Force 
on  Motor  Vehicle  Goals  Beyond  1980” 
was  issued  for  public  debate  and  com¬ 
ment  under  the  auspices  of  the  Energy 
Resources  Council.  Volumes  1  (Execu¬ 
tive  Summary)  and  2  (Task  Force  Re¬ 
port)  were  available  in  quantity  and 
were  distributed  to  all  who  requested 
copies.  Volume  3  (Appendices)  were  not 
available  in  quantity  due  to  unforeseen 
delays.  Volume  3  is  now  -  available  In 
quantity. 

The  Revised  Safety  Panel  Report  was 
completed  in  November  1976  and  initial 
distribution  was  made  in  early  1977.  Ad¬ 
ditional  copies  are  now  available. 

Requests  for  copies  of  these  reports. 
To  receive  single  copies  of  these  reports, 
written  or  telephone  requests  should  be 
directed  to: 

Faculties  Management  Branch  (TAD-443), 

U.S.  Department  of  Transportation,  Wash¬ 
ington.  DC.  20590  Phone:  202  426-9654. 
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Requests  should  indicate  the  volume 
desired  by  citing  either,  “Volume  3,  Ap¬ 
pendices,”  or  “Revised  Safety  Panel  Re¬ 
port"  of  the  Task  Force  on  Motor  Vehi¬ 
cle  Goals  Beyond  1980. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  8. 
1977. 

W.  H.  Close, 
Project  Leader, 

Motor  Vehicle  Goals  Task  Force. 

[PR  DOC.77-17296  Filed  6-15-77:8:46  am] 


UNITED  STATES  RAILWAY 
ASSOCIATION 

[Docket  No.  211-13] 

CONSOLIDATED  RAIL  CORP. 

Application  for  a  Loan 

Subsection  (h)  of  section  211  of  the 
Regional  Rail  Reorganization  Act  of 
1973,  as  amended  (45  U.S.C.  721)  (the 
Act) ,  authorizes  the  United  States  Rail¬ 
way  Association  (Association)  to  enter 
into  loan  agreements  with  the  Consoli¬ 
dated  Rail  Corporation  (ConRall),  the 
National  Railroad  Passenger  Corpora¬ 
tion,  and  any  profitable  railroad  to  which 
rail  properties  are  transferred  or  con¬ 
veyed  pursuant  to  section  303(b)(1)  of 
the  Act  under  conditions  and  for  pur¬ 
poses  set  forth  in  this  Subsection.  Sub¬ 
section  (b)  of  section  211  requires  that 
the  Association  publish  notice  of  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  any  application  thereunder  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  afford  inter¬ 
ested  parties  an  opportunity  to  comment 
thereon. 

On  March  1, 1976,  ConRall  submitted  a 
preliminary  application  for  a  loan  under 
the  provisions  of  section  211(h)  in  the 
amount  of  $230,000,000.  Notice  of  this 
application  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  dated  March  19.  1976.  On 
March  29,  1976,  ConRall  supplemented 
its  preliminary  application  by  filing  the 
certifications  and  exhibits  required  by 
“Procedures  for  Applications  for  Loans 
to  Pay  Obligations  of  Railroads  in  Re¬ 
organization",  49  CFR  Part  922  (Loan 
Procedure) ,  and  requested  an  initial  bor¬ 
rowing  of  $34,024,000.  On  April  1,  1976. 
ConRall  and  the  Association  entered  into 
a  loan  agreement  which  authorized  ini¬ 
tial  borrowings  by  ConRall  of  $34,024,000. 
On  April  12,  1976,  ConRall  further  sup¬ 
plemented  its  loan  application  with  a  re¬ 
quest  that  the  aggregate  amount  of  the 
initial  borrowings  be  increased  to  $51,- 
157,000.  On  April  15.  1976,  the  Board  ol 
Directors  of  the  Association  approved 
that  request. 

On  July  12,  1976  ConRail  filed  a  Bor¬ 
rowing  Application  pursuant  to  Subsec¬ 
tion  211(h)  of  the  Act  requesting,  among 
other  things,  new  borrowings  of  $35,778,- 
533.21  and  an  increase  of  the  maximum 
amount  reserved  to  $230,000,000.  On  July 
29, 1976  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  As¬ 
sociation  approved  an  additional  loan  to 
ConRail  in  the  principal  amount  of  $8,- 
182,352.21. 

On  November  18.  1976  ConRail  filed  a 
Borrowing  Application  pursuant  to  Sub¬ 
section  211(h)  of  the  Act  requesting, 
among  other  things,  new  borrowings  of 


$143,804,396.39  and  a  request  for  amend¬ 
ment  of  Section  3.01  of  the  Loan  Agree¬ 
ment  to  increase  the  Maximum  Borrow¬ 
ing  to  $203,143,749.60.  Hits  application 
included  the  certification  and  exhibits 
required  by  the  Loan  Procedures.  On  De¬ 
cember  6,  1976  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
the  Association  approved  an  additional 
loan  to  ConRail  in  the  principal  amount 
of  $11,251,396.39. 

On  February  1,  1977  ConRail  filed  a 
Borrowing  Application  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  211(h)  of  the  Act  requesting,  among 
other  things,  new  borrowings  of  $107,- 
761,877.76.  This  application  included  the 
certification  and  exhibits  required  by  the 
Loan  Procedures.  On  February  17,  1977 
the  Executive  Committee  of  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Association  approved  an 
additional  loan  to  ConRail  in  the  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  $107,761,877.76. 

On  March  16, 1977  ConRail  filed  a  Bor¬ 
rowing  Application  pursuant  to  Section 
211(h)  of  the  Act  requesting  new  borrow¬ 
ings  of  $85,333,400.  This  application  in¬ 
cluded  the  certification  and  exhibits  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Loan  Procedures.  On 
March  31, 1977,  the  Board  of  Directors  of 
the  Association  approved  an  additional 
loan  to  ConRail  in  the  principal  amount 
of  $25,333,400. 

On  April  25,  1977  ConRail  filed  a  Bor¬ 
rowing  Application  pursuant  to  Section 
211(h)  of  the  Act  requesting  new  bor¬ 
rowings  of  $25,888,400.  This  application 
included  the  certification  and  exhibits 
requested  by  the  Loan  Procedures.  On 
April  29,  1977,  the  Executive  Committee 
of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Associa¬ 
tion  approved  an  additional  loan  to 
ConRail  in  the  principal  amount  of  $7,- 
825,000,  to  be  effective  May  10,  1977. 

On  June  6,  1977,  ConRail  filed  a  Bor¬ 
rowing  Application  pursuant  to  Section 
211(h)  of  the  Act  requesting  new  bor¬ 
rowings  of  $10,137,739.43.  ConRail  states 
that  it  will  apply  $9,202,404  of  the  new 
borrowings  to  the  payment  of  certain 
non-employee  related  pre-conveyance 
obligations  of  the  Central  Railroad  of 
New  Jersey  (CNJ),  and  $935,335.43  of 
the  new  borrowings  to  payment  of  cer¬ 
tain  employee-related  pre-conveyance 
obligations  of  the  CNJ. 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  relevant  to  this 
application.  Any  such  submissions  must 
identify,  by  its  Docket  No.,  the  applica¬ 
tion  to  which  it  relates,  and  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  General  Counsel, 
United  States  Railway  Association, 
Room  2222,  Transpoint  Building,  2100 
Second  Street  8W„  Washington,  D.C. 
20595,  on  or  before  June  27,  1977,  to  en¬ 
able  timely  consideration  by  USRA.  The 
docket  containing  the  original  applica¬ 
tion  shall  be  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address  Monday  through 
Friday  (holidays  excepted)  between  8:30 
a jn.  and  5  p.m. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  13th 
day  of  June,  1977. 

Edwin  Rector, 
Assistant  Secretary, 

U.S.  Railway  Association. 

[FR  Doc.77-17104  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NP-  116— THURSDAY,  JUNE  16,  1977 


30712 


NOTICES 


(Notice  No.  179] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Notice  No.  41*] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

June  13,  1977. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

No.  36505,  Pioneer  Mills  -v-  The  Atchison, 
Topeka  and  Santa  Pe  Railway  Company 
now  being  assigned  September  7,  1977  (1 
day)  at  Los  Angeles,  California  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  138635  Sub  34,  Carolina  Western  Express. 
Inc.  now  being  assigned  September  12,  1977 
(1  day)  at  Los  Angeles,  California  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  108207  Sub  454,  Frozen  Food  Express. 
Inc.  now  being  assigned  September  13,  1977 
(1  day)  at  Los  Angeles,  California  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  107993  Sub-49.  J.  J.  Willis  Trucking  Co. 
now  being  assigned  September  14,  1977  (1 
day)  at  Los  Angeles,  California  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  141084  Sub  4,  National  Freight  Lines,  Inc. 
now  being  assigned  September  15,  1977  (2 
days)  at  Los  Angeles,  California  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  118288  Sub  47,  Frost  Truck  Lines,  Inc. 
now  being  assigned  September  19,  1977  (2 
days)  at  Los  Angeles,  California  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  141804  Sub  42,  Western  Express  now  be¬ 
ing  assigned  September  21.  1977  (3  days) 
at  Los  Angeles,  California  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  67818  Sub  85,  Central  Transport,  Inc.  now 
being  assigned  September  27,  1977  (9  days) 
at  Lansing,  Michigan  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  later  designated. 

MC  134068  Sub  31,  Kodiak  Refrigerated  Lines, 
Inc.  now  assigned  July  18,  1977  at  Seattle, 
Washington  is  being  postponed  to  a  date 
to  be  hereafter  fixed. 

MC  2900  (Sub-296),  Ryder  Truck  Lines,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  September  26,  1977  (2 
weeks)  at  Charleston.  West  Virginia,  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  98952  (Sub-39),  General  Transfer  Com¬ 
pany,  now  being  assigned  September  20. 
1977  (1  day)  at  Springfield,  Illinois,  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  114211  (Sub-284),  Warren  Transport, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  September  12, 
1977  (1  week)  at  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  142620,  Bay  View  Orchards  Cooperative, 
Inc.  now  being  assigned  September  22, 
1977  (2  days)  at  Chicago,  Illinois  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  115730  Sub  21,  The  Mickow  Corp.  now 
being  assigned  September  21,  1977  (1  day) 
at  Chicago,  Illinois  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  later  designated. 

MC  119632  Sub  71,  Reed  Lines,  Inc.  now  being 
assigned  September  20,  1977  (1  day)  at 
Chicago,  Illinois  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 


MC  113655  Sub  356,  International  Transport, 
Inc.  now  being  assigned  September  19, 1977 
(1  day)  at  Chicago,  Illinois  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  142686,  Midwestern  Transport.  Inc.  now 
being  assigned  September  16,  1977  (1  day) 
at  Chicago,  IUinois  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  later  designated. 

AB  18  Sub  6,  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway 
Company  Abandonment  Between  Coleman 
and  Union,  Isabella  County,  Michigan  and 
FD  27412,  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway 
Company — Trackage  Rights — A  Line  of 
Railroad  of  the  Ann  Arbor  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  Between  Mount  Pleasant  and  Clare, 
In  Isabella  County,  Michigan  now  being 
assigned  September  13,  1977  (2  days)  at 
Mt.  Pleasant,  Michigan  in  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

MC  62460  (Sub-186),  Ellex  Transportation. 
Inc.;  MC  167515  (Sub-No.  1027).  Refrig¬ 
erated  Transport  Co.,  Inc.;  MC  109365 
Sub-40),  Ronald  A.  Patterson,  d/b/a  An¬ 
thony  &  Patterson  Truck  Line;  MC  113267 
(Sub-340),  Central  &  Southern  Truck 
Lines,  Inc.;  MC  119493  (Sub-144),  Mon 
Kem  Company,  Inc.;  MC  119988  (Sub-97), 
Great  Western  Trucking  Co.,  Inc.;  MC 
139495  (Sub-155),  National  Carriers,  Inc. 
and  MC  142207  (Sub-3),  Gulf  Coast  Truck 
Services,  Inc.,  now  assigned  June  27.  1977 
at  New  Orleans.  Louisiana,  will  be  held  in 
the  East  Court  Room  223  U.S.  Court  of 
Appeals,  600  Camp  Street. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr.. 
Acting  Secretary. 

]FR  Doc .77  17282  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

June  13, 1977. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  been  filed  requesting  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  Section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  common 
carriers  named  or  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed  with¬ 
in  15  days  from  the  date  of  publication 
of  tills  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

FSA  No.  43380 — Soda  Ash  from  Points 
in  Wyoming.  Filed  by  Western  Trunk 
Line  Committee,  Agent,  (No.  A-2738> ,  for 
interested  rail  carriers. 

Rates  on  soda  ash  (other  than  modified 
soda  ash),  in  bulk,  in  covered  hopper 
cars,  as  described  in  the  application, 
from  Alchem,  Stauffer,  Tg  Soda,  and 
Westvaco,  Wyoming,  to  East  Tampa, 
Florida. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  152  to  Western 
Trunk  Line  Committee,  Agent,  tariff 
134-R,  I.C.C.  No.  A4949. 

Rates  are  published  to  become  effective 
on  July  9,  1977. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-17281  Filed  6-15-77;8:45  am] 


The  following  publications  include 
motor  carrier,  water  carrier,  broker,  and 
freight  forwarder  transfer  publications 
filed  under  Sections  212(b),  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g>  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act. 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  contains  a  statement 
by  applicants  that  there  will  be  no  sig¬ 
nificant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application. 

Protests  against  approval  of  the  ap¬ 
plication,  which  may  include  a  request 
for  oral  hearing,  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  or  before  July  18,  1977. 
Failure  seasonably  to  file  a  protest  will 
be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition 
and  participation  in  the  proceeding.  A 
protest  must  be  served  upon  applicants’ 
representative's) ,  or  applicants  (if  no 
such  representative  is  named),  and  the 
Protestant  must  certify  that  such  serv¬ 
ice  has  been  made. 

Unless  otherwise  specified,  the  signed 
original  and  six  copies  of  the  protest 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission.  All 
protests  must  specify  with  particularity 
the  factual  basis,  and  the  section  of  the 
Act,  or  the  applicable  rule  governing 
the  proposed  transfer  which  protestant 
believes  would  preclude  approval  of  the 
application.  If  the  protest  contains  a 
request  for  oral  hearing,  the  request 
shall  be  supported  by  an  explanation  as 
to  why  the  evidence  sought  to  be  pre¬ 
sented  cannot  reasonably  be  submitted 
through  the  use  of  affidavits. 

The  operating  rights  set  forth  below 
are  in  synopses  form,  but  are  deemed 
sufficient  to  place  interested  persons  on 
notice  of  the  proposed  transfer. 

No.  MC-FC-77155.  filed  May  25.  1977. 
Transferee:  Movers,  Inc.,  doing  business 
as  H  &  R  Transfer  &  Storage  Co.,  411 
S.  First  St.,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85004.  Trans¬ 
feror:  H  k  R  Transfer  &  Storage  Co., 
Inc..  411  S.  First  St.,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85004 
Applicants'  representative:  A.  Michael 
Bernstein.  Attorney  at  Law,  1441  E. 
Thomas  Rd..  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85014.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  for  purchase  by  trans¬ 
feree  of  a  portion  of  the  operating  rights 
of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Certificate 
of  Registration  No.  MC-1 11883  Sub-No. 
4.  issued  July  6,  1967,  as  follows:  House¬ 
hold  goods  between  points  in  the  State 
of  Arizona.  Transferee  presently  holds 
no  authority  from  this  Commission.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  Section  210a^b). 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-17283  Filed  6-15-77:8:45  am] 


|  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-43] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  LEASING  BOARD 

Lease  and  Interchange  of  Vehicles  by 
Motor  Carriers;  Order 

June  6,  1977. 

It  appearing,  that  a  petition  has  been 
filed  by  Kessell  Transfer  &  Storage,  Inc. 
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i  MC-56383  and  Subs  7  and  11).  Trans¬ 
port  Van  Lines,  Inc.  (MC-126593  and 
Subs  2  and  3)  and  Ogden  Transfer  & 
Storage  Co.  (MC-75138  and  Sub.  No.  2), 
under  common  control  for  waiver  of 
paragraphs  (a)  (3)  and  (c)  of  Section 
1057.4  of  the  Lease  and  Interchange  of 
Vehicles  Regulations  (49  CFR  1057), 
concerning  equipment  leased  between 
petitioners; 

It  further  appearing,  that  petitioners 
have  a  jointly  administered  program  ap¬ 
plying  the  same  standards  of  inspec¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  to  equipment  in 
accordance  with  the  Motor  Carrier 
Safety  Regulations  of  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Transportation  offers  no 
objection  to  a  grant  of  the  petition 
based  on  an  examination  of  petitioners’ 
records; 

It  further  appearing,  that  no  enforce¬ 
ment  action  is  pending  involving  the  fit¬ 
ness  of  petitioners; 

It  is  ordered,  That  waiver  of  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  (3)  and  (c)  of  §  1057.4,  be, 
and  it  is  hereby  granted,  provided  that 
the  equipment  is  inspected  on  the  day  it 
is  to  be  leased  and  found  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  Motor  Carrier 
Safety  Regulations  of  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  and  that  peti¬ 
tioners  remain  in  satisfactory  compli¬ 
ance  with  those  regulations  and  under 
common  control. 

By  the  Commission,  Motor  Carrier 
Leasing  Board,  Board  Members  Burns, 
Turkington,  and  Sibbald.  (Member  Joel 
E.  Burns  not  participating.) 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-17301  Filed  0-15-77:8:45  am] 


I  Notice  No.  74] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

June  10, 1977. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority  un¬ 
der  Section  2 10a (a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These  rules 
provide  that  an  original  and  six  (6) 
copies  of  protests  to  an  application  may 
be  filed  with  the  field  official  named  in 
the  Federal  Register  publication  no  later 
than  the  15th  calendar  day  after  the 
date  the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  One  copy  of  the  protest  must 
be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  au¬ 
thorized  representative,  if  any,  and  the 
Protestant  must  certify  that  such  serv¬ 
ice  has  been  made.  The  protest  must 
Identify  the  operating  authority  upon 
which  it  is  predicated,  specifying  the 
“MC”  docket  and  “Sub”  number  and 
quoting  the  particular  portion  of  au¬ 
thority  upon  which  it  relies.  Also,  the 
Protestant  shall  specify  the  service  it  can 
and  will  provide  and  the  amount  and 
type  of  equipment  it  will  make  avail¬ 
able  for  use  in  connection  with  the 
service  contemplated  by  the  TA  applica¬ 
tion.  The  weight  accorded  a  protest  shall 


be  governed  by  the  completeness  and  per¬ 
tinence  of  the  protestant’s  information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically. noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also 
in  the  ICC  Field  Office  to  which  pro¬ 
tests  are  to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  or  Property 

No.  MC  200  (Sub-No.  290TA) ,  filed 
May  24,  1977.  Applicant:  RISS  INTER¬ 
NATIONAL  CORPORATION,  903  Grand 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  2809,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64142.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ivan 
E.  Moody,  903  Grand  Avenue,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  64106.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as. a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  &  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  plant  sites  and  warehouse  facil¬ 
ities  of  Eli  Lilly  &  Co.  located  at  Clinton 
and  LaFayette,  Ind..  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  states  of 
Colorado.  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maryland. 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Texas,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia  (restricted  to 
freight  originating  or  destined  to  the 
plant  site  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Ell  Lilly  &  Co.,  in  Clinton  and  La¬ 
Fayette,  Ind.),  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Ell  Lilly  and  Company,  1200 
Kentucky  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46202.  Send  protests  to:  Vernon  V.  Coble, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  600  Federal  Building, 
911  Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City.  Mo. 
64106. 

No.  MC  47583  (Sub-No.  48TA),  filed 
May  24.  1977.  Applicant:  TOIIJE 

FREIGHT  WAYS,  INC.,  1020  Sunshine 
Road,  Kansas  City,  Kans.  66115.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  D.  S.  Hults,  P.O. 
Box  225,  Lawrence,  Kans.  66044.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Glass  marbles, 
from  the  plant  site  and  storage  facilities 
of  Johns  Manville  Sales  Corp.,  at  or  near 
Cleburne,  Tex.,  to  the  plant  site  and 
storage  facilities  of  Johns  Manville 
Sales  Corp.,  at  or  near  McPherson, 
Kans.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Johns  Manville  Sales  Corp., 
Ken-Caryl  Ranch.  Denver,  Colo.  80217. 
Send  protests  to:  Vernon  V.  Coble,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  600  Federal  Building,  911 
Walnut  Street.  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  52704  (Sub-No.  144TA),  filed 
May  20,  1977.  Applicant:  GLENN  MC¬ 
CLENDON  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
INC..  P.O.  Drawer  “H”,  Opelika  Hwy., 


Lafayette.  Ala.  36862.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  Archie  B.  Culbreth,  Suite  246 — 
1252  West  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30309.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Ground  clay,  floor  sweeping  compounds 
and  absorbents  (except  in  bulk)  from  the 
plantsite  of  Oil -Dr  i  Corporation  of 
America  at  or  near  Ochlocknee,  Ga..  to 
points  in  Florida  (except  Jacksonville). 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and 
Virginia,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90 
days  of  operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  Oil-Dri  Corporation  of  America, 
520  North  Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago.  Ill. 
60611.  Send  protests  to:  Clifford  W. 
White,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations.  I.  C.  C.,  Room  1616-2121 
Building,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203. 

No.  MC  95743  (Sub-No.  29TA),  filed 
May  25,  1977.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  F. 
MEHRING  &  SONS.  INC.,  Route  1,  Box 
3,  Keymar,  Md.  21757.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Charles  U.  Mehring  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Bituminous  asphalt  hot  mix,  in  bulk, 
in  dump  vehicles,  from  Boo  ns  boro,  Md.. 
to  Berkeley  and  Jefferson  Counties.  W. 
Va.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper(s) : 
Mr.  Sidney  M.  Ridenour,  Vice  President, 
Richard  F.  Kline,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  665, 
Frederick,  Md.  21701.  Send  protests  to: 
William  L.  Hughes,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  814-B 
Federal  Building,  Baltimore,  Md.  21201. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  348TA),  filed 
May  23,  1977.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC,,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
1129  Grimmett  Drive,  Shreveport,  La. 
71107.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
burn  L.  Williamson,  280  National  Foun¬ 
dation  Life  Bldg.,  3535  NW..  58th  Street, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber,  fencing  and  fenc¬ 
ing  materials,  from  Edenton,  N.C.,  to 
points  in  Alabama.  Arkansas,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Atlantic  Forest  Products,  6540  Powers 
Ferry  Road,  Suite  200,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30339.  Send  protests  to:  District  Super¬ 
visor  Ray  C.  Armstrong,  Jr.,  701  Loyola 
Ave.,  9038  Federal  Bldg.,  New  Orleans. 
La.  70113. 

No.  MC  108393  (Sub-No.  121TA),  filed 
May  18,  1977.  Applicant:  SIGNAL  DE¬ 
LIVERY  SERVICE.  INC.,  201  E.  Ogden 
Ave.,  Hinsdale,  HI.  60521.  Applicant’s 
representative:  T.  B.  Hills  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes, ttransporting: 
Electrical  and  gas  appliances,  parts  of 
electrical  and  gas  appliances,  and  equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution  and  repair  of 
electrical  and  gas  appliances,  except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
(1)  between  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  Danville,  Ky.; 
Benton  Harbor.  Detroit  and  St.  Joseph, 


FEOERAl  REGISTER.  VOL.  47,  NO.  116 — THURSDAY,  JUNE  16,  1977 


30714 


NOTICES 


Michigan;  and  Cleveland.  Clyde,  and 
Findlay,  Ohio,  (2)  from  St.  Paul,  Minn., 
to  Peoria,  Ill.;  Indianapolis,  Indiana;  St. 
Louis,  Mo.;  Charlotte  and  Greensboro, 
North  Carolina;  and  Cincinnati  and  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio,  (3)  from  Searcy,  Ark.; 
Ottawa,  Ill.;  Columbus,  Ind.;  Cynthiana 
and  Winchester,  Ky.;  Waynesville,  N.C.; 
Cambridge,  Ohio  and  Anderson,  S.C.;  to 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Whirlpool  Cor¬ 
poration,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Whirlpool  Corporation,  Carl  R. 
Anderson,  Director  of  Corporated  Traffic, 
Administrative  Center,  Benton  Harbor, 
Mich.  49022.  Send  protests  to:  Transpor¬ 
tation  Assistant  Patricia  A.  Roscoe,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Everett 
McKinley  Dirksen  Building,  219  S.  Dear¬ 
born  St.  Rm.  1386,  Chicago,  Ill.  60604. 

No  MC  112184  (Sub-No.  53TA),  filed 
May  17,  1977.  Applicant:  THE  MAN- 
PREDI  MOTOR  TRANSIT  COMPANY, 
11250  Kinsman  Rd.,  Newbury.  Ohio 
44065.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
McMahon,  100  Broad  Street.  Columbus, 
Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Paint 
and  paint  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  ports  of 
entry  on  the  United  States -Canada 
Boundary  line  at  Detroit,  Mich,  and  also 
points  which  lie  between  Buffalo  and 
Youngstown,  N.Y.,  and  including  Buffalo 
and  Youngstown,  N.Y.,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  PPG  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  3800  West  143  Street,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio  44111.  Send  protets  to:  James 
Johnson,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations.  731  Federal  Bldg.,  1240  East  Ninth 
Street,  Cleveland.  Ohio  44199. 

No.  MC  113267  (Sub-No.  349TA),  filed 
May  17.  1977.  Applicant:  CENTRAL  L 
SOUTHERN  TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  3215 
Tulane  Rond,  P.O.  Box  30130  A.M.P., 
Memphis,  Tenn.  38130.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Mr.  Lawrence  A.  Fischer 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  ^routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat 
by-products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packing  houses  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  L  C,  Apendix  1  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  <  except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  plant  site  and/or  storage  facilities 
of  Stark- Wetzel  Foods  (Division  of  The 
Rath  Packing  Company),  at  Indianap¬ 
olis,  Ind.,  to  points  in  the  states  of  Ala¬ 
bama.  Georgia,  Kentucky,  North  Caro¬ 
lina.  South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee,  for 
ISO  days  Supporting  shipper:  The  Rath 
Packing  Company.  P.O.  Box  330.  Water¬ 
loo.  Iowa  50704.  Send  protests  to:  Mr. 
FVr/d  A.  Johnson,  district  Supervisor. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  100 
9«orth  Main  St..  100  North  Main  Build¬ 
ing  Roue  2006.  Memphis.  Ten.  38103. 

Ho  MC  11*528  'Sub-No  30TA) .  filed 
May  22,  1077,  Applicant:  MERCURY 
WtUUOfFt  LINES,  INC,  67  Midtown 


Park  East,  P.O.  Box  124,  Mobile.  Ala. 
36601.  Applicant’s  representative:  Joy 
Stephenson  (same  address  as  applicant  ) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regu- 
ular  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities,  except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  live¬ 
stock,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  between 
Dallas,  Tex.,  and  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  and 
a  fifteen  mile  radius  thereof,  serving  no 
intermediate  points.  From  Dallas  over 
Interstate  Highway  20  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  71  at  or  near  Shreve- 
ix>rt.  La.  'also  over  U.S.  Highway  80  to 
its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  71  at  or 
near  Shreveport,  La.),  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  71  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  190  at  or  near  Krotz  Springs, 
La.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  190  to 
Baton  Rouge,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Applicant  does  intend  to  tack  the 
authority  applied  for  herein  with  its 
existing  authority  in  MC-1 13528  and  in¬ 
terline  with  other  carriers  at  Ft.  Worth- 
Dallas,  Tex.,  and  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shippers) :  There 
are  approximately  sixty-one  (61),  sup¬ 
porting  shippers  attached  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  which  may  be  examined  at  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.;  or  copies  thereof  which  may 
be  examined  at  the  field  office  named 
below.  Send  protests  to:  Clifford  W. 
White.  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations.  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  Room  1616-2121  Building.  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  35203. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub-No.  366TA»,  filed 
May  23,  1977.  Applicant:  POOLE 

TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  500, 
Evergreen,  Ala.  36401.  Applicant's  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  E.  Tate  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Ground  clay,  floor  sweep¬ 
ing  compounds  and  absorbents  (except 
in  bulk),  and  (2)  floor  sweeping  com¬ 
pounds  and  absorbents  (except  in  bulk). 
(1)  from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse 
sites  of  Oil-Dri  Corporation  of  America 
located  at  or  near  Ochlocknee.  Ga.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east 
of  North  Dakota.  South  Dakota.  Ne¬ 
braska.  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas; 
and  (2>  from  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  sites  of  Oil-Dri  Corporation  of 
America  located  at  or  near  Ripley,  Miss., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  in  and 
east  of  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota. 
Nebraska,  Kansas.  Oklahoma,  and  Texas, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed 
an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Oil-Dri  Corporation  of  America. 
520  North  Michigan  Avenue.  Chicago, 
HI.  6C311.  Send  protests  to:  Clifford  W. 
White.  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations.  I.C.C.,  Room  1616  -  2121 
Building  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203 

No.  MC  117940  (Sub-No.  221TA>,  filed 

May  24.  1977.  Applicant:  NATIONWIDE 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  104,  Maple 
Plain,  Minn.  55359.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Allan  L.  Timmerman  (same 


address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Salt,  in  packages,  (2)  pep- 
iter,  in  packages,  in  mixed  loads  with 
salt  in  packages,  and  (3)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  agricultural,  water 
treatment,  food  processing,  wholesale 
grocery,  and  institutional  supply  indus¬ 
tries,  in  mixed  loads  with  salt  in  pack¬ 
ages  ( except  commodities  in  bulk ) ,  from 
the  facilities  of  Morton  Salt  Company 
at  Silver  Springs,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Maine,  Massachusetts.  New 
Hampshire,  and  Vermont,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Morton 
Salt  Company,  A  Division  of  Morton- 
Norwich  Products,  Inc.,  110  N.  Wacker 
Drive.  Chicago,  Ill.  60606.  Send  protests 
to:  Mrs.  Marion  L.  Cheney,  Transporta¬ 
tion  Assistant,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  Bureau  of  Operations.  414 
Federal  Building  &  U.S.  Court  House. 
110  S.  4th  St„  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401 

No.  MC  119094  (Sub-No.  5TA) ,  filed 
May  20.  1977.  Applicant:  CLARENCE  6. 
WINTERSTEEN,  doing  business  as 
WINTERSTEEN  COMPANY.  1st.  St. 
and  Park  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  802,  Bemidji 
Minn.  56601.  Applicant's  representative: 
Sheldon  D.  McRae,  Sr.,  204  Fifth  St  . 
P.O.  Box  684.  Bemidji,  Minn.  56601.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Malt  beverages,  in 
containers,  and  advertising  material 
from  Milwaukee.  Wis.,  to  Bemidji,  Minn 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Bemidji  Distributing  Company. 
Inc.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Bemidji  Distributing  Com¬ 
pany.  Inc.,  305  Park  Ave.,  Bemidji,  Minn 
56601.  Send  protests  to:  Ronald  R.  Mau. 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
P.O  Box  2340,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102. 

No  MC  119619  (Sub-No.  108TA).  filed 
May  18.  1977.  Applicant:  DISTRIBU¬ 
TORS  SERVICE  CO..  2000  W.  43rd  St.. 
Chicago.  I1L  60609.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Arthur  J.  Piken,  One  Lefrak 
City  Plaza.  Flushing.  N.Y.  11368.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts.  meat  by-products  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packing  houses  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  &  C  of  Appendix  I. 
to  the  Report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  k  766. 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk) : 
from  St.  Louis.  Mo.  and  points  in  the 
St.  Louis.  Mo.  Commercial  Zone  to  points 
in  the  States  of  Connecticut,  Delaware 
Maine,  Maryland.  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York.  Ohio. 
Pennsylvania,  Vermont.  Virginia,  West 
Virginia.  Rhode  Island.  North  Carolina. 
South  Carolina,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Krey  Packing  Company,  Regina  D. 
Kane,  Traffic  Manager.  3607  N.  Floris¬ 
sant  Ave.,  St.  Louis.  Mo.  63107.  Send 
protests  to:  Transportation  Assis.  Pa- 
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trlcla,  A.  Roscoe,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen 
Building.  219  S.  Dearborn  St.,  Rm.  1386, 
Chicago.  IlL  60604. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  350TA),  filed 
May  19, 1977.  Applicant:  CARAVAN  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6188,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Canned  and  bottled  food¬ 
stuffs,  from  St.  Martinsville,  La.,  to 
points  In  Illinois,  Michigan,  Missouri  and 
Tennessee,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper.  Cajun  Chef  Products, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  248,  St.  Martinsville,  La. 
70582.  Send  protests  to:  Oped  M.  Jones, 
Trans.  Asst.,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  1100  Commerce  Street,  Room 
13C12,  Dallas.  Tex.  75242. 

No.  MC  123544  (Sub-No.  IOTA),  filed 
May  10.  1977.  Applicant:  BERTSCH 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  15,  Hills¬ 
boro,  N.  Dak.  58045.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  E.  Ballenthin,  630  Os- 
bora  Building,  St.  Paul.  Minn.  55102.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Farm  machin¬ 
ery  and  implements  and  parts  thereof, 
from  Fargo.  N.  Dak.  to  points  In  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and.  Ha¬ 
waii),  and  (2)  damaged  or  defective 
farm  machinery  and  implements  and 
parts  thereof,  from  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Versatile  Manu¬ 
facturing,  Ltd.,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Versatile  Manufac¬ 
turing,  Ltd.  1260  Clarence  Ave.,  Winni¬ 
peg,  Manitoba.  Canada.  Send  protests  to: 
Ronald  R.  Mau,  District  Supervisor,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  P.O.  Box  2340,  Fargo,  N. 
Dak.  58102. 

No.  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  59TA),  filed 
May  24,  1977.  Applicant:  MACHINERY 
TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  608  Cass  Street, 
P.O.  Box  2338  East,  Peoria.  HI.  61611.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representatives:  T.  M.  Brown, 
223  Culdad  Bldg.,  Okla.  City,  Okla.  73112; 
David  J.  Lister,  1945  S.  Redwood  Rd., 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84104.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Pipe  and  pipe  fittings, 
cast  iron  meter  boxes,  manhole  frames 
and  manhole  covers,  except  those  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  and  except  pipe 
and  pipe  fittings  such  as  are  Included 
In  the  first  findings  of  the  Commission 
In  TJE.  Mercer  and  G.E  Mercer  Exten¬ 
sion-Oil  Field  Commodities,  74  M.C.C. 
459,  543,  from  the  plantslte  and  shipping 
faciltes  of  Tyler  Pipe  Company  located 
at  or  near  Tyler,  TX  to  Washington, 
Oregon,  California,  Nevada,  Utah,  Idaho, 
Arizona,  Montana,  Wisconsin,  Iowa,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  and  Penn¬ 


sylvania,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Tyler  Pipe  Co,  Tyler,  TX. 
Send  protests  to:  District  Supervisor  Joe 
Green,  Rm.  240,  Old  Post  Office  Bldg, 
215  Northwest  Third  St..  Oklahoma  City, 
OK  73102. 

No.  MC  125543  (Sub-No.  11TA),  filed 
May  20,  1977.  Applicant:  PERISHABLE 
SERVICES,  INC.,  770  North  Springdale 
Road,  P.O.  Box  337,  Waukesha,  Wis. 
53186.  Applicant’s  representative:  David 
V.  Purcell,  111  E.  Wisconsin  Avenue,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.  53202.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  mechandise  as  Is  dealt  In  by 
wholesale  and  retail  food  business  houses 
and  restaurant  equipment  and  supplies 
from  Cook  and  DuPage  Counties,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Milwaukee  and  Waukesha  Counties, 
Wisconsin  and  Appleton,  Beaver  Dam, 
Deloit,  Bonduel,  Columbus,  Eau  Claire, 
Germantown,  Green  Bay.  Menasha,  Nee- 
nah,  Watertown,  and  Whitewater,  Wis¬ 
consin  to  points  In  the  Upper  Peninsula 
of  Michigan,  restriction  the  operations 
authorized  herein  are  limted  to  a  trans¬ 
portation  service  to  be  performed  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Portion  Control.  Inc.,  of  Ishpemlng, 
Mich.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Portion  Control,  Inc.,  602 
Euclid,  Ishpeming,  Mich.  49849,  (Edward 

M.  Berres).  Send  protests  to:  Gail 
Daugherty,  Transportation  Asst.  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operation,  U.S.  Federal  Building  It 
Courthouse,  517  East  Wisconsin  Avenue, 
Room  619,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53202. 

No.  MC  126118  (Sub-No.  42TA),  filed 
May  16,  1977.  Applicant:  CRETE  CAR¬ 
RIER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  81228, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Duane  W.  Acklie  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages  in  containers,  from 
Louisville,  Ky.,  and  Its  commercial  acme 
to  Wake  County,  and  Wilkes  County, 

N. C.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper  (s) :  Carl  Renfro,  Manager, 
Northwestern  Distribution,  Inc.,  Box  369, 
North  Wllkesboro,  N.C.  28659.  Roger 
Warlick,  President,  Capital  Distribution, 
Raleigh,  N.C.  27611.  Send  protests  to: 
Max  H.  Johnston,  District  Supervisor, 
285  Federal  Building  and  Court  House, 
100  Contennial  Mall  North,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.  68508. 

No.  MC  134922  (Sub-No.  230TA>,  filed 
May  23,  1977.  Applicant:  B.  J.  Mc- 
ADAMS,  INC.,  Route  6.  Box  15,  North 
Little  Rock,  Ark.  72118.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Bob  McAdams  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Tile,  and  tools  used  In  the  Installa¬ 
tion  of  tile  (except  commodities  In  bulk 
and  those  which  because  of  size  or  weight 


require  the  use  of  special  equipment), 
from  the  plantslte  and  storage  facilities 
of  American  Olean  Tile  at  or  near  Jack- 
son,  Term.,  to  points  In  the  states  of 
Washington,  Oregon,  California,  Nevada, 
Idaho,  Utah  and  Arizona,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  American  Olean 
Tile,  1000  Cannon  Avenue,  Lansdale,  Pa. 
19446.  Send  protests  to:  District  Super¬ 
visor  William  H.  Land,  Jr.,  3108  Federal 
Office  Building,  700  West  Capitol,  Little 
Rock,  Ark.  72201. 

No.  MC  136086  (Sub-No.  8TA),  filed 
May  18,  1977.  Applicant:  Bacil  Gulley, 
doing  business  as  GUILEY  TRUCKING. 
8615  Pecan  Ave.,  Fontana,  Calif.  92335. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Milton  W. 
Flack,  4311  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  300,  Los 
Angeles.  Calif.  90010.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Dies  and  die  molds  used  In  the 
manufactue  and  processing  of  steel  roof¬ 
ing.  siding  and  floor  decking  In  mixed 
shipments  with  steel  roofing,  siding 
and  floor  decking,  between  the  plant- 
sites  of  Verco  Manufacturing,  Inc., 
at  Phoenix,  Arlz.,  Fontana,  Calif.,  and 
Everett,  Wash.,  (2)  pre-painting  solvent 
or  solvent  or  solution  used  In  the  manu¬ 
facture  or  processing  of  steel  roofing, 
siding  and  floor  decking  (except  in  bulk) , 
from  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and  Oakland. 
Calif.,  to  the  plantslte  of  Verco  Manu¬ 
facturing.  Inc.,  at  Phoenix,  Arlz.,  (3> 
steel  roofing,  siding  and  floor  decking, 
from  the  plantslte  of  Verco  Manufactur¬ 
ing,  Inc.,  at  Everett,  Wash.,  to  points  In 
Nevada,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Verco  Manufacturing. 
Inc.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed 
an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Verco  Manufacturing,  Inc.,  4340 
North  42nd  Ave.,  Phoenix,  Arlz.  85019. 
Send  protests  to:  Irene  Carlos,  Trans¬ 
portation  Assistant,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Rm.  1321  Federal 
Building,  300  North  Los  Angeles  St..  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  136086  (Sub-No.  9TA) ,  filed 
May  18,  1977.  Applicant:  Badl  Gulley, 
doing  business  as  GUILEY  TRUCKING, 
8615  Pecan  Ave.,  Fontana,  Calif.  92335. 
Applicant’s  representative :  Milton  W. 
Flack.  4311  Wilshire  Blvd.,  No.  300,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90010.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  V iterated  mobile  home  and  travel 
trailer  chassis  components,  from  Whit¬ 
tier,  Calif.,  and  points  In  the  Los  Angeles 
Harbor  Commercial  Zone,  Calif.,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  to  Phoenix  and 
Casa  Grande,  Arlz.,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation,  on  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized,  under  a  contin¬ 
uing  contract  or  contracts  with  Zieman 
Manufacturing  Company,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Zieman 
Manufacturing  Company,  7909  Painter 
Ave.,  Whittier,  Calif.  90602.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Irene  Carlos,  Transportation 
Assist.,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Rm.  1321  Federal  Building.  300 
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North  Los  Angeles  St.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
90012. 

No.  MC  138991  (Sub-No.  21TA),  filed 
May  23,  1977.  Applicant:  K.  J.  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  1000  Jefferson  Road. 
P.O.  Box  9764,  Rochester,  N.Y.  14623. 
Applicant’s  representatives:  S.  Michael 
Richards/Raymond  A.  Richards,  44 
North  Avenue,  Webster,  N.Y.  14580.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Empty  con¬ 
tainers,  from  Hightstown,  N.J.,  to  Ge¬ 
neva,  Ohio;  and  (2)  N on-carbonated 
beverages  (except  alcoholic  beverages) 
from  Geneva,  Ohio  to  all  points  in  New 
York  on  and  west  of  Interstate  81  and 
all  points  on  and  west  of  Route  15  in 
Pennsylvania  and  from  Hightstown  and 
Vincentown,  N.J.,  to  points  in  New  York 
(except  New  York  City  and  those  points 
in  Delaware,  Greene,  Columbia,  Sullivan, 
Ulster,  Dutchess,  Orange,  Putman, 
Rockland,  Westchester,  Nassau  and  Suf¬ 
folk  Counties,  N.Y.,  for  180  days.  Re¬ 
striction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  limited  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed,  under  a  contin¬ 
uing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  Coca- 
Cola  Company  Foods  Division  of  Hights¬ 
town,  N.J.  Supporting  shipper:  The  Coca- 
Cola  Co.  Foods  Division,  480  Mercer  St., 
Hightstown.  N.J.  08520.  Send  protests  to: 
Mr.  Morris  H.  Gross,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  U.S. 
Courthouse  and  Federal  Building,  100 
S.  Clinton  St.,  Rm.  1259,  Syracuse,  N.Y. 
13202. 

No.  MC  139112  (Sub-No.  12TA),  filed 
May  23.  1977.  Applicant:  CALEX  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  149  Warden  Avenue, 
Trucksville,  Pa.  18708.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  M.  Musselman,  410 
North  Third  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
17108.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cast 
acrylic  sheet,  from  Stamford,  Conn.,  and 
Hackensack,  N.J.,  to  San  Francisco  and 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and  return,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  under¬ 
lying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  op¬ 
erating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Polycast  Technology  Corporation,  69 
Southfield  Avenue,  Stamford,  Conn. 
06902.  Send  protests  to:  Paul  J.  Ken- 
worthy,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  314  U.S.  Post  Office  Building, 
Scranton,  Pa.  18503. 

No.  MC  142258  (Sub-No.  3TA) ,  filed 
May  17,  1977.  Applicant:  DALE  BLAND 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  R.  R.  1,  Switz  City, 
Ind.  47465.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Michael  V.  Gooch,  777  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce  Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Coal,  from  Butler 
and  Ohio  Counties,  Ky.,  to  the  Alcoa 
plantsite  at  or  near  Evansville,  Ind.,  and 
to  the  Gib6on  Generating  Station  of 
Public  Service  Indiana,  located  near 
Princeton,  Ind.  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shippers:  Tri-Coal  Energies, 


Inc.,  Box  37,  Alvaton,  Ky.  42122;  and 
Kentucky  Pioneer  Coal  Company,  1215 
Citizens  Plaza,  Louisville,  Ky.  40202.  Send 
protests  to:  William  S.  Ennis  D/S,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Federal 
Bldg,  and  U.S.  Courthouse,  46  East  Ohio 
Street,  Room  429,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204. 

No.  MC  143041  (Sub-No.  1TA) ,  filed 
May  18,  1977.  Applicant :  Byron  G.  Dav¬ 
enport,  doing  business  as  DRILLING 
AND  MINING  INTERNATIONAL  P.O. 
Box  1901,  1350  Sage  St.,  Unit  S.,  Rode 
Springs,  Wyo.  82901.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Irene  Warr,  430  Judge  Blind¬ 
ing,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies  used  in  or 
in  connection  with  the  discovery,  devel¬ 
opment,  production,  refining,  manufac¬ 
ture,  processing,  storage,  transmission 
and  distribution  of  natural  gas  and  pe¬ 
troleum  and  their  products  and  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  restricted  against  commodities  in 
bulk,  commodities  which  by  reason  of 
their  size  and  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment  and  limited  to  a  “hot 
shot  service”  on  commodities  weighing 
less  than  5,000  pounds,  from  Rock 
Springs,  Wyo.,  to  Colorado  and  Utah,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  un¬ 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
pers:  Land  and  Marine  Rental  Co.,  1912 
Elk  Street,  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.  82901; 
Mid-Continent  Supply  Co.,  240  Indus¬ 
trial  Drive,  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.  82901; 
Baker  Service  Tools,  420  Mitchelson 
Street,  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.  82901;  and 
Dowell  a  Div.  of  Dow  Chemical,  1145 
Elk  Street,  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.  82901. 
Send  protests  to :  District  Supervisor 
Paul  A.  Naughton,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Rm  105  Federal  Bldg.  & 
Crt  House,  111  South  Wolcott,  Casper, 
Wyo.  82601. 

No.  MC  143151  (Sub-No.  2TA) ,  filed 
May  18,  1977.  Applicant:  MICHIGAN 
CONTRACT  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
9086,  Wyoming,  Mich.  49509.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Karl  Gotting,  1200  Bank 
of  Lansing  Building,  Lansing,  Mich. 
48933.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food¬ 
stuffs,  except  commodities  in  bulk,  be¬ 
tween  Plymouth,  Ind.,  and  Bentheim, 
Mich.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Connecticut,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska.  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Virginia  and 
Wisconsin,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Pilgrim  Farms,  Inc., 
with  the  privilege  of  returning  raw  ma¬ 
terials  for  manufacturing  or  processing 
foodstuffs,  to  Plymouth,  Ind.  and  Ben¬ 
theim,  Mich.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 


to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Pilgrim  Farms,  Inc., 
Plymouth,  Ind.  46563.  Send  protests  to: 
C.  R.  Flemming,  District  Supervisor,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  225  Federal  Building,  Lans¬ 
ing,  Mich.  48933. 

No.  MC  143158TA,  filed  May  23,  1977. 
Applicant:  NOEL  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
1001  S.  1st  Street,  Yakima,  Wash.  98901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Richard  L. 
Wiehl,  Halverson,  Applegate  &  McDon¬ 
ald,  415  N.  3rd  Street,  P.O.  Box  526, 
Yakima,  Wash.  98907.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Canned  and  bottled  bever¬ 
ages  other  than  alcoholic,  and  material, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the  soft 
drink  business;  (2)  the  return  trans¬ 
portation  of  empty  bottles,  containers, 
pallets,  or  similar  shipping  devices;  and 
(3)  commodities  as  are  exempt  under 
Section  203(b)  (6)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  as  amended  by  the  Transpor¬ 
tation  Act  of  1958  whenever  in  the  same 
vehicle.  Restriction:  All  carriage  lim¬ 
ited  to  the  account  of  the  Noel  Canning 
Corporation  and  its  subsidiary,  Pepsi 
Bottling  Co.  of  Yakima.  From  Yakima, 
Wash.,  to  the  following  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia:  Yreka  and  the  San  Francisco 
Bay  Area,  and  from  said  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  to  Yakima,  Wash.  From  Yakima, 
Wash.,  to  the  following  points  in  Oregon: 
The  Dalles,  Pendleton,  Hood  River,  La 
Grande,  Portland,  Bend,  Baker,  Salem, 
Astoria,  Canyon  City,  Tillamook,  Eugene, 
Newport,  Klamath  Falls,  Roseburg, 
Winston,  North  Bend,  Grants  Pass,  Med¬ 
ford,  White  City,  Brookings,  Albany, 
Kalma,  and  Ontario,  and  from  said 
points  in  Oregon  to  Yakima,  Wash.  From 
Yakima,  Wash.,  to  the  following  points 
in  Idaho;  Lewiston,  Oouer  D'Alene,  Pa¬ 
yette,  Boise,  Mt.  Home,  Twin  Falls,  Po¬ 
catello,  Idaho  Falls,  Moscow,  and 
Farragut,  and  from  said  points  in  Idaho 
to  Yakima,  Wash.  From  Yakima  Wash., 
to  the  following  points  in  Montana;  Mis¬ 
soula,  Kalis  pell,  Anaconda,  Helena, 
Butte,  Great  Falls,  Bozeman,  Shelby, 
Livingston,  Billings.  Havre,  Lewis  ton, 
Libby,  Laurel,  and  Miles  City,  and  from 
said  points  in  Montana  to  Yakima, 
Wash.  From  Yakima,  Wash.,  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  points  in  Nevada;  Winnemucca, 
Ely,  Elko,  and  Reno,  and  from  said 
points  in  Nevada  to  Yakima,  Wash. 
From  Yakima,  Wash.,  to  the  following 
points  in  Wyoming:  Gillette  and  Casper, 
and  from  said  points  in  Wyoming  to 
Yakima,  Wash.  From  Yakima,  Wash.,  to 
the  following  points  in  Alaska:  Anchor¬ 
age,  Fairbanks,  and  Ketchikan,  and 
from  said  points  in  Alaska  to  Yakima, 
Wash.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Pepsi  Cola  Bottling  Co.,  Yakima,  Wash. 
98901.  Noel  Canning  Corporation,  Yaki¬ 
ma,  Wash.  98901.  Send  protests  to:  R.  V. 
Dubay,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  114  Pioneer  Courthouse,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.  97204. 

No.  MC  143227R  (Sub-No.  1TA>,  filed 
May  17,  1977.  Applicant:  GARLAND  L. 
ENOX,  409  Ash  Lane.  Euless,  Tex.  76039. 
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Applicant’s  representative:  Richard  T. 
Churchill,  3000  Bandage  St.,  Port  Worth, 
Tex.  76109.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  OH 
and  eras  well  down-hole  equipment;  re¬ 
placement  and  spare  parts  tor  oil  field 
service  equipment  on  an  emergency  bas¬ 
is;  other  products  which  are  used,  dis¬ 
tributed  or  manufactured  by  Otis  for 
use  In  oil  fields;  and  Intercompany  mall, 
memos,  bills.  Invoices,  legal  documents: 
and  other  accounting  materials,  limited 
to  exclusives  use  of  equipment  both  out¬ 
bound  and  return  with  designated  equip¬ 
ment,  restricted  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Otis 
Engineering  Corporation,  from  the 
plantslte  of  Otis  Engineering  Corpora¬ 
tion  at  Belt  Line  and  Webbs  Chaple  Rd.. 
Carrollton,  Tex.,  to  the  plain tsites  of 
Otis  Engineering  Corp.,  at  5600  Opelous¬ 
as,  Lake  Charles,  La.;  1505  Weeks  Island 
Rd.,  New  Iberia,  La.;  Highway  90  East, 
Pe tterson -Bayou  Vista,  La.;  Highway  90 
East  Houma,  la.;  and  Highway  23  South 
Belle  Chasse,  la.  and  return,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Otis  En¬ 
gineering  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  34280, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75234.  Send  protests  to: 
Robert  J.  Kirs  pel,  District  Supervisor, 
Rm.  9A27,  Federal  Building.  819  Taylor 
St.,  Port  Worth,  Tex  76102. 

No.  MC  143229  (Sub-No.  1TA) ,  filed 
May  20.  1977.  Applicant:  ANDERSON 
CARTAGE  COMPANY,  3976  Ulster 
Street,  Denver,  Colo.  80207.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  G.  Shepherd,  Jr„ 
600  South  Cherry  St.,  No.  711,  Denver 
Colo.  80222.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Finished  electrical  components  (capaci¬ 
tors)  ,  from  Stapleton  International  Air¬ 
port,  Denver,  Colo.,  to  the  plant  site  or 
facilities  of  TRW  Capacitors,  TRW,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Ogallala,  Nebr.,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  In  the  man¬ 
ufacture  of  electrical  components  from 
the  plant  site  or  facilities  of  TRW  Ca¬ 
pacitors,  TRW,  Inc.  at  or  near  Ogallala, 
Nebr.,  to  Stapleton  International  Air¬ 
port,  Denver,  Colo.,  for  180  days.  Restric¬ 
tion:  Transportation  service  rendered 
hereunder  shall  be  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air  and  against  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
TRW  Capacitors,  TRW,  Inc.,  301  West 
“O”  Street.  Ogallala,  Nebr.  69153.  Send 
protests  to:  Herbert  C.  Ruoff,  District 
Supervisor,  I.C.C.,  492  U.S.  Customs 
Bldg..  721  19th  Street,  Denver,  Colo. 
80202. 

No.  MC  143289TA,  filed  May  19,  1977. 
Applicant:  FEDERATED  TRANSPORT 
SYSTEMS,  800  South  McGary  St.,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90021.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Warren  N.  Grossman,  606 
South  Olive  St.,  Suite  825,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90014.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle. 


over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Finished  and  unfinished  piece  poods, 
from  points  in  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  and  Georgia  to  Los  Angeles 
County.  Calif  „  and  (2)  finished  piece 
goods,  from  Los  Angeles  County,  Calif-, 
to  points  In  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  and  Georgia,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Concord  Fab¬ 
rics,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Concord  Fabrics,  Inc., 
1411  Broadway.  New  York,  N  Y.  10018. 
Send  protests  to:  Irene  Carols,  Trans¬ 
portation  Assistant,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Rm.  1321  Federal 
Building.  300  North  Los  Angeles  St.,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  143292TA,  filed  May  18.  1977. 
Applicant:  JGE  MAZZARO  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  MAZZARO ’S  REFRIGERATED 
SERVICE,  1120  NE.  140th  St.,  North 
Miami,  Fla.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  P.  Band,  2766  Douglas  Road. 
Miami,  Fla.  33133.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plantains,  guava  paste,  canned 
goods  and  coffee,  from  Miami,  Fla.,  to 
points  and  places  In  the  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Caribbean  Pacific  Atlantic 
Importers,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Caribbean  Pacific  Atlantic  Im¬ 
porters,  CPA.  Inc.,  1266-1286  Produce 
Row,  Los  Angeles.  Calif.  90021.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Donna  M.  Jones,  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Asst.  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion.  Bureau  of  Operations.  Monterey 
Building,  Suite  101,  8410  N.W.  5 3rd.  Ter¬ 
race,  Miami,  Fla.  33166. 

Passenger  Application 

No.  MC  143296  (Sub-No.  1TA),  filed 
May  23,  1977.  Applicant:  PEACH  STATE 
BUS  LINES,  INC.,  151  Mills  Street,  N.W, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30313.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Alvin  Barnes,  323  Bromack  Drive, 
S.E.,  Atlanta.  Ga.  30315.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  In  charter  coach  service,  from  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  and  25  miles  thereof  to  points 
In  Alabama,  Delaware,  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  Florida,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky.  Louisiana,  Maryland.  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee.  Texas,  Vir¬ 
ginia  and  Wisconsin,  and  return  ter¬ 
minating  in  Atlanta,  Ga..  and  25  miles 
thereof,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shippers:  Henderson  Travel  Service, 
3175  Middleton  Road  Apt.  2,  Atlanta. 
Ga.  30311;  Spectrum  Services,  Inc.,  1256 
University  Dr.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30306;  Las 
Dam  as  Encantadas,  184  Chlcamauga 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30314;  Truck 
Stop  Boys  Lodge,  26  Peachtree  Place. 
N.W.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309;  Ladles  of  the 
Hour,  5155  Cotter  Drive,  Union  City,  Ga. 
30291;  Sophisticated  Ladies,  189  South 
Lake  Dr..  Jonesboro,  Ga.  30236:  Ben  Hill 


Social  Club,  1937  County  Line  Rd.,  S.W„ 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30331.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  Sara  K.  Davis,  Transportation  As¬ 
sistant,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  1252  W.  Peach¬ 
tree  St.  NW,  Rm.  546.  Atlanta,  Ga  30309. 

By  the  Commission 

H.  G.  Homme.  Jr.. 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc  77-17280  Filed  5  16-  77,8  45  am| 
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PETITIONS,  APPLICATIONS,  FINANCE 
MATTERS  (INCLUDING  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITIES).  RAILROAD  ABANDON¬ 
MENTS,  ALTERNATE  ROUTE  DEVIA¬ 
TIONS,  AND  INTRASTATE  APPLICA 
TIONS 

Petitions  tor  Modification,  Interpreta¬ 
tion,  os  Reinstatement  of  Operating 
Rights  Authority 

Hie  following  petitions  seek  modifica¬ 
tion  or  interpretation  of  existing  operat¬ 
ing  rights  authority,  or  reinstatement  of 
terminated  operating  rights  authority. 

The  Commission  has  recently  provided 
for  easier  Identification  of  substantive 
petition  matters  and  all  documents 
should  clearly  specify  the  “docket”, 
“sub”,  and  “suffix”  (e.g.  Ml,  M2)  num¬ 
bers  identified  by  the  Federal  Register 
notice. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  must  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  July  18,  1977.  Such 
protest  shall  comply  with  Special  Rule 
247(d)  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247)’  and 
shall  Include  a  concise  statement  of 
Protestant’s  Interest  In  the  proceeding 
and  copies  of  its  conflicting  authorities. 
Verified  statements  In  opposition  should 
not  be  tendered  at  this  time.  A  copy  of 
the  protest  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  petitioner’s  representative,  or  peti¬ 
tioner  If  no  representative  is  named. 

No.  MC  111981  and  (Sub-No.  8> 
(Notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  modify 
commodity  descriptions),  filed  May  5, 
1977.  Petitioner:  ROBIDEAU’S  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  S.E.  C.  Front  and  Oregon 
Ave.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19148.  Petitioner’s 
representative:  Alan  Kahn  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Petitioner  holds 
motor  common  carrier  Certificates  in 
No.  MC  111981  and  (Sub-No.  8>,  Issued 
July  1,  1958  and  April  26,  1965,  respec¬ 
tively,  authorizing  transportation:  (1> 
in  MC  111981,  as  pertinent,  over  irregular 
routes,  of  frozen  foods,  (a)  from  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Lancaster  and 
Lebanon  Counties,  Pa.,  and  (b)  between 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  New  Jersey  in  and 
south  of  Warren,  Hunterdon,  Somerset 
Middlesex,  and  Monmouth  Counties. 
N.J.,  those  in  Pennsylvania  in  and  east 


'Copies  of  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton.  DC  20423. 
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of  Chester,  Berks,  Schuylkill,  Carbon, 
and  Monroe  Counties,  Pa„  and  those  In 
New  Castle  County,  Del.,  and  Cecil  Coun¬ 
ty,  Md.  (except  those  south  of  the 
Chesapeake  and  Delaware  Canal) ;  and 
(2)  in  MC  111981  (Sub-No.  8),  as  per¬ 
tinent,  over  Irregular  routes,  of  meats 
and  meat  products  and  frozen  foods,  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Philadelphia  and 
Doyles  town,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Delaware, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Vir¬ 
ginia  and  the  District  of  Columbia;  and 
frozen  foods,  from  Braddock,  Glassboro, 
and  Hammonton,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  By  the  instant  petition,  peti¬ 
tioner  seeks  to  modify  that  part  of  the 
commodity  descriptions  of  both  of  the 
above  certificates  that  read  “Frozen 
foods",  to  read  " Foods  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration." 

No.  MC  113784  (Sub-No.  55)  (Notice 
of  filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate) , 
filed  May  6,  1977.  Petitioner;  LAIDLAW 
TRANSPORT  LIMITED,  65  Guise  Street, 
Hamilton,  Ontario,  Canada  L8L  4M1. 
Petitioner’s  representative:  David  A. 
Sutherland,  1150  Connecticut  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Suite  400,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
Petitioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
Certificate  in  No.  MC  113784  (Sub-No. 
55),  issued  October  23,  1975,  authorizing 
transportation  over  irregular  routes,  of 
dry  commodities,  in  bulk,  in  dump 
vehicles,  between  ports  of  entry  on  the 
United  States-Canada  Boundary  line, 
located  in  Michigan  and  New  York,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Alabama,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island.  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  re¬ 
stricted  to  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  points  in 
Canada,  apd  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  finished  refractory  products 
and  nepheline  syenite.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the 
authority  above  in  the  following  ways: 
(1)  Remove  from  the  commodity 
description  the  language  "in  dump 
vehicles,”  (2)  add  to  the  territorial 
description  points  in  Iowa,  Michigan  and 
Minnesota,  and  (3)  remove  the  restric¬ 
tion  against  the  transportation  of  “fin¬ 
ished  refractory  products  and  nepheline 
syenite.” 

No.  MC  114569  (Sub-Nos.  30  and  60) 
(Notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  delete 
plantsite  limitation),  filed  May  2,  1977; 
Petitioner:  SHAFFER  TRUCKING. 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  418,  New  Kingstown,  Pa. 
17072.  Petitioner’s  representative:  Duane 
W.  Acklie,  P.O.  Box  81228,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  Petitioner  holds  motor  common 
carrier  Certificates  in  No.  MC  114569 
(Sub-Nos.  30  and  60)  issued  May  15, 
1962  and  June  4,  1964,  respectively, 
authorizing  transportation:  (1)  in  MC 
114569  (Sub-No.  30)  over  irregular 


routes,  of  metal  grass  stops  (in  rolls), 
metal  shovels,  and  building  materials 
made  of  sheet  metal,  no  single  piece  to 
weight  more  than  2,000  pounds,  from  the 
plantsltes  of  Penn  Supply  &  Metal  Cor¬ 
poration  located  at  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee, 
Texas  and  Wisconsin;  and  (2)  in  No. 
MC  114569  (Sub-No.  60)  over  irregular 
routes,  of  Sheet  metal  pipe,  duct,  fittings, 
and  parts  for  heating,  cooling,  and  ven¬ 
tilating  equipment,  no  single  piece  to 
weigh  more  than  2,000  pounds,  sheet 
metal  down  spouts,  gutters,  fittings,  and 
fasteners  therefor,  and  advertising  mat¬ 
ter  relative  to,  and  when  moving  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  the  above-named 
commodities,  from  the  plant  site  of  the 
Acme  Manufacturing  Company  located 
at  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  Tex¬ 
as,  and  Wisconsin.  By  the  instant  peti¬ 
tion,  petitioner  seeks  in  both  of  the  above 
Certificates  to  delete  the  origin  plantsite 
limitations  so  that  the  origins  will  read : 
"from  Philadelphia,  Pa.” 

No.  MC  129480  (Sub-No.  14)  (Notice 
of  filing  of  petition  for  modification  of 
commodity  description),  filed  May  6, 
1977.  Petitioner:  TRI-LINES  EXPRESS¬ 
WAYS  LTD.,  550  71st.  Ave.,  SE.,  P.O. 
Box  5245,  Station  A,  Calgary,  Alberta, 
Canada  T2H  OS6.  Petitioner’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Edward  T.  Lyons,  Jr.,  1600  Lin¬ 
coln  Center  Building,  1600  Lincoln  St., 
Denver,  Colo.  80264.  Petitioner  holds  a 
motor  common  carrier.  Certificate  in  No. 
MC-129480  (Sub-No.  14),  issue  August 
26,  1976,  authorizing  transportation,  as' 
pertinent,  over  irregular  routes,  of  Lum¬ 
ber,  lumber  products,  and  forest  prod¬ 
ucts,  between  the  ports  of  entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  Line  between 
the  the  United  States  and  Canada  lo¬ 
cated  in  Idaho,  Minnesota,  Montana, 
North  Dakota,  and  Washington,  on  the 
one  hard,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Idaho,  Kansas.  Minnesota,  Montana, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  Oregon,  South 
Dakota,  Washington,  and  Wyoming, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
Provinces  of  Alberta,  British  Columbia, 
Manitoba,  and  Saskatchewan,  Canada. 
By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  modify  that  portion  of  the  commodi¬ 
ty  description  to  read  “Lumber,  lumber 
products,  wood  products,  and  forest 
products." 

No.  MC  139349  (Sub-No.  2)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  add  an  additional 
base  point  and  add  an  additional  con¬ 
tract  shipper),  filed  May  5,  1977.  Peti¬ 
tioner:  JAYMAR  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC., 
134  Garfield  Ave.,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07305. 
Petitioner’s  representative:  Robert  B. 
Pepper,  168  Woodbridge  Ave.,  Highland 
Park,  N.J.  08904.  Petitioner  holds  a  mo¬ 
tor  contract  carrier  Permit  in  No.  MC 
139349  (Sub-No.  2)  Issued  November  8, 
1974,  authorizing  transportation,  as  per¬ 


tinent,  over  Irregular  routes,  of  lighting 
fixtures  and  lamps,  and  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  sale  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk),  between  Jersey  City  and 
Kearny,  NJ.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Louisiana,  Min¬ 
nesota,  and  Texas,  and  those  points  in 
the  United  States  east  of  the  Mississippi 
River,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Lightolier,  Inc.,  of  Jersey 
City,  N.J.  By  the  instant  petition,  peti¬ 
tioner  seeks  (1)  to  add  West  Orange, 
N.J.,  as  an  additional  base  point  to 
the  above  authority;  and  (2  )to  add 
Energix  Lighting  Industries,  located  at 
West  Orange,  N.J.,  as  an  additional 
contract  shipper  to  the  above  authority. 

No.  MC  142953  (Notice  of  filing  of  pe¬ 
tition  to  add  and  additional  destination 
state),  filed  April  13,  1977.  Petitioner: 
C.  A.  CARTER,  INC.,  239  Broadtum  Rd., 
West  Scarborough,  Maine  04074.  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  representative:  Carl  A.  Carter 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Petitioner 
holds  a  motor  common  carrier  Certificate 
in  No.  MC  142953,  issued  May  20.  1977, 
authorizing  transportation  over  irregular 
routes,  of  scrap  metals,  (1)  from  points 
in  Maine,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island  and  Ver¬ 
mont;  and  (2)  from  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  New  Hampshire,  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont,  to  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Saco  Steel  Company  located  at  or 
near  Saco,  Maine.  By  the  instant  peti¬ 
tion,  petitioner  seeks  to  add  Massachu¬ 
setts  as  a  destination  state  to  part  (1) 
of  the  above  authority. 

Republications  of  Grants  of  Operating 

Rights  Authority  Prior  to  Certifica¬ 
tion 

The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by 
order  of  the  Commission  to  indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  over  that 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  in  the  proceeding 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  on  or 
before  July  18,  1977.  Such  pleading  shall 
comply  with  Special  Rule  247(d)  of  the 
Commission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice 
(49  CFR  1100.247)  addressing  specifically 
the  issue(s)  indicated  as  the  purpose  tor 
republication,  and  including  copies  of 
intervenor’s  conflicting  authorities  and  a 
concise  statement  of  intervenor’s  interest 
in  the  proceeding  setting  forth  in  detail 
the  precise  manner  in  which  it  has  been 
prejudiced  by  lack  of  notice  of  the  au¬ 
thority  granted.  A  copy  of  the  pleading 
shall  be  served  concurrently  upon  the 
carrier’s  representative,  or  carrier  if  no 
representative  is  named. 

No.  MC  61592  (Sub-No.  385)  (Republi¬ 
cation)  ,  filed  Mach  22,  1976,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  22, 
1976,  republished  in  the  FR  issue  of  Sep¬ 
tember  16,  1976  as  amended,  and  repub- 
lilshed  this  issue.  Applicant:  JENKINS 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  697,  Jef¬ 
fersonville,  Ind.  47130.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite  2465, 
One  Indiana  Square,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
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46204.  An  Order  of  the  Commission,  Re¬ 
view  Board  Number  1,  dated  May  26, 
1977,  and  served  June  2,  1977,  finds  that 
the  present  and  future  public  conveni¬ 
ence  and  necessity  require  operation  by 
applicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  (1)  industrial  and  commer¬ 
cial  waste  containers,  and  roll-off  hoists, 
from  the  plant  site  of  Galbreath,  In¬ 
corporated,  at  or  near  Winamac,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado, 
Iowa,  Delaware,  Idaho,  Kansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Missouri,  Montana,  North  Dakota, 
Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  Nevada,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk)  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  indus¬ 
trial  and  commercial  waste  containers, 
and  roll-off  hoists,  in  the  reverse  direc¬ 
tion;  that  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  properly  to  perform  such  service  and 
to  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  there¬ 
under.  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  Indicate  the  addition  of  Colorado  as 
an  additional  origin  state  in  (2)  above 
in  applicant’s  grant  of  authority. 

No.  MC  140474  (Sub-No.  2)  (Partial 
corrected  republication),  filed  January 

2,  1975,  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  issue  of  January  30, 1975,  republished 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  June  3,  1977, 
and  republished  in  part  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  C.  E.  JOHNSON,  704 
North  First,  Osborne,  Kans.  67473.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative :  Clyde  N.  Chris- 
tey,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  The  purpose  of  this  partial  cor¬ 
rection  of  the  republication  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Federal  Register  issue  of  June 

3,  1977,  is  to  indicate  that  Ohio  was 
omitted  as  a  destination  state  in  part 
(2)  of  the  republication.  The  rest  of  the 
republication  remains  the  same  as  pub¬ 
lished  June  3, 1977. 

Motor  Carrier,  Broker,  Water  Carrier 

and  Freight  Forwarder  Operating 

Rights  Applications 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  S  1100.247).  These  rules  provide, 
among  other  things,  that  a  protest  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  within  30  days  after 
the  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  Failure  to  seasonably  to  file  a 
protest  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  and  participation  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  A  protest  under  these  rules 
should  comply  with  section  247(d)  (3)  of 
the  rules  of  practice  which  requires  that 
It  set  forth  specifically  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  is  made,  contain  a  detailed 
statement  of  protestant’s  interest  in  the 
proceeding  (Including  a  copy  of  the  spe¬ 
cific  portions  of  its  authority  which 
protestant  believes  to  be  in  conflict  with 
that  sought  in  the  application,  and  de¬ 
scribing  in  detail  the  method — whether 


by  joinder,  Interline,  or  other  means — 
by  which  protestant  would  use  such  au¬ 
thority  to  provide  all  or  part  of  the  serv¬ 
ice  proposed) ,  and  shall  specify  with  par¬ 
ticularly  the  facts,  matters,  and  things 
relied  upon,  but  shall  not  include  issues 
or  allegations  phrased  generally.  Protests 
not  in  reasonable  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  may  be  re¬ 
jected.  The  original  and  one  copy  of  the 
protest  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant's  representa¬ 
tive,  or  applicant  if  no  representative  is 
named.  If  the  protest  includes  a  request 
for  oral  hearing,  such  requests  shall  meet 
the  requirements  of  section  247(d)  (4)  of 
the  special  rules,  and  shall  include  the 
certification  required  therein. 

.  Section  247(f)  further  provides,  in 
part,  that  an  applicant  who  does  not  in¬ 
tend  timely  to  prosecute  its  application 
shall  promptly  request  dismissal  there¬ 
of,  and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an  ap¬ 
plication  under  procedures  ordered  by 
the  Commission  will  result  in  dismissal 
of  the  application. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  order  which  will  be  served 
on  each  party  of  record.  Broadening 
amendments  will  not  be  accepted  after 
the  date  of  this  publication  except  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive  amend¬ 
ments  will  not  be  entertained  following 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
a  notice  that  the  proceeding  has  been 
assigned  for  oral  hearing. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

MC  409  (Sub-No.  63),  filed  May  10, 
1977.  Applicant:  8CHROETLIN  TANK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  511,  Saunders  Ave¬ 
nue  and  Highway  6,  Sutton,  Nebraska 
68979.  Applicant’s  representative:  Steven 
K.  Kuhlmann,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln, 
Nebraska  68501.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Liquid  fertilizer  and  liquid  feed  supple¬ 
ments,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Omaha,  Nebraska  to  points  in  Colorado, 
Wisconsin  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha,  Ne¬ 
braska. 

No.  MC  1838  (Sub-No.  11),  filed  April 
27,  1977.  Applicant:  S  ft  K  TRANS.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  208, 13557  Bloomingdale,  Akron, 
New  York  14001.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive  :  David  M.  Marshall,  135  State  Street, 
Suite  200,  Springfield,  Massachusetts 
01103.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  in  the  transportation  of 
building  materials,  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  trucks),  between  the 
facilities  used  by  MacMillan  Bloedel 
Building  Materials  located  in  the  United 
States  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  and  all  ports  of 
entry  on  the  International  Boundary 
Line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada,  for  furtherance  to  all  points  in 


Canada,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  MacMillan  Bloedel  Build¬ 
ing  Materials. 

Non. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  2860  (Sub-No.  157),  filed 
May  4,  1977.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  71  West  Park  Avenue, 
Vineland,  New  Jersey  08360.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  W.  Gerson,  1400 
Candler  Building,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30303.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  paper, 
paper  articles  and  related  articles,  plastic 
articles  and  rubber  articles  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk) :  (1)  from  the  plant- 
sites  of  Malanco  East,  Inc.,  Vineland, 
New  Jersey,  and  Malanco  South,  Inc., 
Madison,  Georgia,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi. 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina  and 
Tennessee,  and  (2)  between  the  plantsite 
of  Malanco  East,  Inc.,  Vineland.  New 
Jersey,  and  the  plantsite  of  Malanco 
South,  Inc.,  Madison,  Georgia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Atlanta 
Georgia,  Washington,  DC,  or  Baltimore. 
Maryland.  Common  control  may  be  Involved 

No.  MC  2860  (Sub-No.  159),  filed 
May  5,  1977.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  71  West  Park  Avenue 
Vineland,  New  Jersey  08360.  Applicant's 
representative:  W.  Randall  Tye.  1400 
Candler  Building,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30303.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Contain¬ 
ers,  metal,  paper  and  composite,  and 
container  closures,  container  components 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  or  distribution  of  contain¬ 
ers  from  the  plant  and  warehouse  sites 
of  Continental  Can  Company  U.S.A  a 
member  of  the  Continental  Group.  Inc., 
located  at  Alsip,  Bridgeview,  Chicago. 
Danville,  Itasca,  and  Peoria  Heights,  Ill.  . 
Burns  Harbor,  Chesterton,  Elwood.  and 
Portage,  Ind.;  Kansas  City  and  Lenexa. 
Kans.;  Louisville,  Ky.;  Shoreham.  Mich  : 
Arden  Hills,  Mankato,  and  St.  Paul. 
Minn.;  St.  Joseph  and  St.  Louis.  Mo.: 
Omaha,  Nebr.;  Bedford  Heights,  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Cleveland,  Columbus,  Sharon ville 
and  Worthington,  Ohio;  Oil  City  and 
West  Mifflin,  Pa.;  La  Crosse.  Milwaukee 
and  Racine,  Wis.  to  points  in  Arkansas. 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri. 
New  York,  Nebraska,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania. 
Tennessee,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Atlanta.  Ga  .  or 
Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  2900  (Sub-No.  302),  filed  May 
10.  1977.  Applicant:  RYDER  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  2050  Kings  Road,  P.O.  Box 
2408,  Jacksonville,  FL  32203.  Applicant’s 
representative:  S.  E.  Somers,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  house- 
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hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  commodities 
in  bulk  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  :  Serving  the  plant  site  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Northern  Electric 
Company,  located  at  or  near  Waynes¬ 
boro,  Miss,  as  an  off  route  point  in  con¬ 
nection  with  applicant's  presently  au¬ 
thorized  regular  routes. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Jackson,  Miss.,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  4963  (Sub-No.  52),  filed  April 
18,  1977.  Applicant:  ALLEGHANY  COR¬ 
PORATION,  d/b/a  JONES  MOTOR, 
Bridge  Street  and  Schuylkill  Road, 
Spring  City,  Pa.  19475.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Roland  Rice,  Suite  501,  Per¬ 
petual  Bldg.,  1111  E  Street,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  Fayette  and  Greene  County,  Pa., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware;  those 
in  Illinois  on  and  south  of  a -line  begin¬ 
ning  at  New  Boston,  HI.,  and  extending 
along  Illinois  Highway  17  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  34  at  or  near  Nekoma,  Ill., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  including  points  on  the  indi¬ 
cated  portion  of  the  highways  specified; 
Indiana;  those  in  Maryland  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Maryland-Penn- 
sylvania  State  Line  and  extending  along 
Maryland  Highway  45  to  Cockeysville, 
Md.,  thence  along  Maryland  Highway  45 
to  Baltimore,  Md.,  those  in  part  of  Mary¬ 
land  east  of  the  Susquehanna  River  and 
Chesapeake  Bay,  those  on  U.S.  Highway 
140  between  Baltimore,  Md.  and  Reister- 
town,  Md.,  those  on  Maryland  Highway 
30  between  Reis  ter  town,  Md.  and  the 
Maryland -Pennsy Ivan ia  State  Line,  and 
those  on  U.S.  Highway  1  between  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  and  Washington,  D.C.;  Mas¬ 
sachusetts;  Jackson  and  Flint,  Mich., 
and  points  in  Michigan  within  thirty 
(30)  miles  of  Detroit,  Mich.;  St.  Louis, 
Mo.;  points  in  New  Hampshire  within 
fifteen  (15)  miles  of  Manchester,  NH.; 
points  in  New  Jersey,  (except  those  in 
Atlantic  and  Cape  May  Counties,  N.J.)  ; 
Buffalo  N.Y.,  those  in  New  York  within 
eighty  (80)  miles  of  Erie,  Pa.,  and  those 
in  New  York  within  one  hundred  and 
fifty  (150)  miles  of  Scranton,  Pa.;  North 
Carolina;  Toledo,  Ohio,  those  in  Ohio 
within  twenty  (20)  miles  of  Akron, 
Cleveland  and  Warren,  Ohio  respec¬ 
tively,  those  in  Ohio  within  thirty  (30) 
miles  of  Canton,  Ohio;  Rhode  Island, 
Bristol,  Tenn.;  Virginia;  and  points  In 
Beech  Bottom,  Weirton  and  Wheeling, 
W.  Va. 

Note. — Common  oontrol  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Union  town.  Pa. 
and  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  16513  (Sub-No.  19) .  filed  May 
10,  1977.  Applicant:  REISCH  TRUCK¬ 


ING  &  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC., 
819  Union  Avenue,  Pennsauken,  N.J. 
08110.  Applicant’s  representative:  L.  C. 
Major,  Jr.,  Suite  400,  Overlook  Build¬ 
ing,  6121  Lincolnla  Road,  Alexandria,  VA 
22312.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Glass 
containers,  closures,  caps,  paperboxes 
and  partitions  (except  commodities  in 
bulk)  from  the  plantsite  of  Anchor 
Hocking  Glass  Corporation  located  at 
Salem,  NJ,  to  South  Volney  and  Syra¬ 
cuse,  N.Y.,  and  returned  shipments  of  the 
commodities  described  above  from  South 
Volney  and  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  to  the  plant- 
site  of  Anchor  Hocking  Glass  Corpora¬ 
tion  at  Salem,  N.J. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either 
Philadelphia,  PA,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  19227  (Sub-No.  236) ,  filed  May 
9,  1977.  Applicant:  LEONARD  BROS. 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  2515  N.W.  20th 
Street,  P.O.  Box  520602,  Miami,  Flor¬ 
ida  33152.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  A.  Leonard,  2515  N.W.  20th 
Street,  Miami,  Florida  33152.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Air  pollution,  heating  and 
cooling  equipment,  and  parts  and  acces¬ 
sories  for  such  commodities,  from  the 
plantsite  and  facilities  of  the  Fuller 
Company  located  in  Houston,  Texas  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,,  Kentucky,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Montana,  Nevada,  North 
Dakota,  Ohio,  Oregon,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Utah,  Washington,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin  and  Wyoming  and  ship¬ 
ments  of  refused  or  rejected  items  on 
return. 

Note. — Common  oontrol  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Houston, 
Tex.;  Dallas,  Tex.;  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  24379  (Sub-No.  42) ,  filed  April 
28,  1977.  Applicant:  LONG  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
14510  West  Eight  Mile  Rd.  Oak  Park, 
Mich.  48232.  Applicant’s  representative: 
A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East  Broad  St., 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  dangerous  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Napoleon,  Ohio  and  Toledo, 
Ohio,  over  U.S.  Highway  24,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  Inter¬ 
mediate  points,  as  an  alternate  route  for 
operating  convenience  only. 

Non. — Applicant  states  It  presently  serves 
Napoleon,  Ohio  In  regular  route  operations 
over  UA  Highway  6  and  applicant  presently 
serves  Toledo,  Ohio  in  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions  over  US.  Highway  30.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  It 
be  held  at  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  24379  (Sub-No.  43) ,  filed  April 
28,  1977.  Applicant:  LONG  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
14510  West  Eight  MDe  RdL.  Oak  Park, 
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Mich.  48212.  Applicant’s  representative: 
A..  Charles  Tell,  100  East  Broad  St., 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  and  except  dangerous 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  In  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  serving  Mansfield,  Ohio  as  an  off - 
route  point  in  connection  with  presently 
authorized  service  over  U.S.  Highway 
224. 

Note. — Applicant  Is  presently  authorized  to 
,  serve  Mansfield,  Ohio  pursuant  to  Irregular 
route  authority  granted  In  Docket  MC-24379 
Sub  39  via  a  gateway  at  Medina,  Ohio.  Appli¬ 
cant  seeks  to  eliminate  this  gateway  by  virtue 
of  this  application.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  27817  (Sub-No.  131) ,  filed  May 
5,  1977.  Applicant:  H.  C.  GABLER,  INC., 
R.D.  No.  3,  P.O.  Box  220,  Chambersburg, 
Pennsylvania  17201.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Christian  V.  Graf,  407  North 
Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania 
17101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
merchandise  as  Is  dealt  In  by  retail, 
wholesale,  chain  grocery  and  food  busi¬ 
ness  houses  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
and  frozen  foods),  from  Hanover,  Pa., 
and  points  in  Adams  County,  Pa„  to 
points  in  the  lower  peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
and  destined  to  the  above-named  origins 
and  destination. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Harrls- 
iburg.  Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  30605  (Sub-No.  161),  filed  May 
4,  1977.  Applicant:  THE  SANTA  FE 
TRAIL  TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY, 
a  corporation,  433  East  Waterman  Street, 
Wichita,  Kans.  67202.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Bertram  S.  Silver,  256  Mont¬ 
gomery  Street,  San  Francisco,  California 
94104.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  in  the  transportation  of 
general  commodities,  (except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  In  bulk,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment) . 

(1)  Between  Los  Angeles,  California, 
and  Winslow,  Arizona,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points.  From  Los  Angeles  via 
U.S.  Highway  66  to  Winslow  and  return 
via  the  same  route.  From  Los  Angeles 
via  Interstate  Highway  10  to  Colton, 
thence  Interstate  Highway  15  to  Bars  tow, 
thence  Interstate  Highway  40  to  Winslow 
and  return  via  the  same  route. 

(2)  Between  Los  Angeles,  California, 
and  Phoenix,  Arizona,  serving  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  of  Blythe,  California,  and 
Salome,  Aguila,  and  Wlckenburg,  Aria. 
From  Los  Angeles  via  UJS.  Highway  6t 
via  Indio,  California,  to  Phoenix,  and  re¬ 
turn  via  the  same  route.  From  Loe 
Angeles  via  Interstate  Highway  10  te 
Phoenix  and  return  via  the  same  route. 

(3)  Between  Phoenix.  Arizona,  and 
Grand  Canyon,  Arizona,  serving  all  tn-v 
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termediate  points  and  the  off-route 
points  of  Hillside,  Kirkland,  Skull  Valley, 
and  Iron  Springs,  Ariz.  From  Phoenix 
via  U.S.  Highway  89  to  junction  of  Ari¬ 
zona  Highway  64,  near  Williams,  thence 
via  Arizona  Highway  64  to  Grand  Can¬ 
yon  and  return  via  the  same  route. 

(4)  Between  Prescott,  Arizona,  and 
Camp  Verde,  Arizona,  serving  Interme¬ 
diate  points  of  Jerome,  Clarkdale  and 
Cottonwood,  Arizona.  From  Prescott  via 
U.S.  Highway  89A  to  its  junction  with 
Arizona  Highway  279,  thence  via  Arizona 
Highway  279  to  Camp  Verde,  and  return 
via  the  same  route. 

(5)  Between  Winslow,  Arizona  and  Al¬ 
buquerque,  New  Mexico,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points.  From  Winslow  via 
U.S.  Highway  66  to  Albuquerque  and  re¬ 
turn  via  the  same  route.  From  Winslow 
via  interstate  Highway  40  to  Albuquer¬ 
que  and  return  via  the  same  route. 

(6)  Between  Willard,  New  Mexico,  and 
Canyon,  Texas  serving  all  intermediate 
points.  From  Willard  via  U.S.  Highway 
60  to  Canyon,  and  return  via  the  same 
route. 

(7)  Between  Dallas,  Texas,  and  Ama¬ 
rillo,  Texas,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  except  no  service  to  Abilene, 
Texas.  From  Dallas  via  U.S.  Highway  80 
to  Ft  Worth,  thence  via  U.S.  Highway 
377  to  Stephenvllle,  thence  via  UJ3.  High¬ 
way  67  to  Brown  wood,  thence  via' U.S. 
Highway  84  to  Lubbock,  thence  via  U.S. 
Highway  87  (1-27)  to  Amarillo,  and  re¬ 
turn  via  the  same  route. 

(8)  Between  Lubbock,  Texas,  and  Sea- 
graves,  Texas,  serving  all  intermediate 
points.  From  Lubbock  via  U.S.  Highway 
62  to  Seagraves,  and  return  via  the  same 
route./ 

(9)  Between  Lubbock,  Texas,  and  La- 
mesa,  Texas,  serving  the  Intermediate 
points  of  Tahoka  and  O’Donnell,  and  the 
off-route  point  of  Wilson,  Texas.  From 
Lubbock  via  U.S.  Highway  87  to  Lamesa, 
and  return  via  the  same  route. 

(10)  Between  Santa  Anna,  Texas,  and 
San  Angelo,  Texas  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points.  From  Santa  Anna  via  U.S. 
Highway  67  to  San  Angelo  and  return 
via  the  same  route. 

(11)  Between  Temple,  Texas,  and 
Brownwood,  Texas  serving  all  interme¬ 
diate  points.  From  Temple  via  U.S.  High¬ 
way  190  to  Lampasas,  thence  via  U.S. 
Highway  183  to  Goldthwaite,  thence  via 
U.S.  Highway  84  to  Brownwood,  and  re¬ 
turn  via  the  same  route. 

(12)  Between  Galveston,  Texas,  and 
Gainesville,  Texas,  serving  all  interme¬ 
diate  points  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Kopperl,  Blum,  Crowley,  Haslet,  Justin, 
Ponder,  and  Krum.  From  Galveston  via 
Interstate  Highway  45  (U.S.  75)  to  Hous¬ 
ton.  thence  via  U.S.  Highway  90A  to  Ro¬ 
senberg,  thence  via  Texas  Highway  36  to 
the  junction  of  Texas  Highway  317,  near 
Temple,  thence  via  Texas  Highway  317 
to  Valley  Mills,  thence  via  Texas  High¬ 
way  6  to  Meridian,  thence  via  Texas 
Highway  174  to  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  81,  thence  via  U.S.  Highway  81 
to  Ft.  Worth,  thence  via  U.S.  Highway 
377  to  Denton,  thence  via  U.S.  Highway 
77  to  Gainesville,  and  return  via  the  same 
route. 


(13)  Between  Galveston,  Texas,  and 
Rosenberg.  Texas,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points.  From  Galveston  via  Texas 
Highway  6  to  the  Junction  of  UJB.  High¬ 
way  90 A,  thence  via  UJS.  Highway  90A 
to  Rosenberg  and  return  via  the  same 
route. 

(14)  Between  Texas  City,  Texas,  and 
the  junction  of  Texas  Highway  146  and 
U.S.  Highway  75.  From  Texas  City  via 
Texas  Highway  146  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  75.  and  return  via  the  same 
route. 

(15)  Between  Houston,  Texas,  and 
Alvin,  Texas,  serving  all  Intermediate 
points.  From  Houston  via  Texas  High¬ 
way  35  to  Alvin,  and  return  via  the 
same  route. 

(16)  Between  Dallas,  Texas,  and  Cle¬ 
burne,  Texas,  serving  all  Intermediate 
points.  From  Dallas  via  U.S.  Highway 
67  to  Cleburne,  and  return  via  the  same 
route. 

(17)  Between  Dallas,  Texas,  and  Den¬ 
ton,  Texas,  serving  all  Intermediate 
points.  From  Dallas  via  UJ3.  Highway 
77  (I-35E)  to  Denton  and  return  via  the 
same  route. 

(18)  Between  Houston,  Texas,  and 
Dallas,  Texas,  via  Beaumont  and  Long¬ 
view,  serving  Beaumont  and  Longview 
and  all  Intermediate  points  between 
Beaumont  and  Longview,  Texas.  From 
Houston  via  UJS.  Highway  90  to  Beau¬ 
mont,  thence  via  UJS.  Highway  96  to 
Ten  ah  a,  thence  via  UB.  Highway  59  to 
Longview,  thence  via  Interstate  Highway 
20  to  Dallas,  and  return  via  the  same 
route. 

Routes  for  Operating  Convenience 
Only  Serving  no  Intermediate  Points 

(19)  Between  Dallas,  Texas,  and  Ft 
Smith,  Arkansas,  serving  no  intermediate 
points.  From  Dallas  via  U.S.  Highway  75 
to  the  junction  of  UJ3.  Highway  69, 
thence  via  U.S.  Highway  69  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  Interstate  Highway  40,  thence 
via  Interstate  Highway  40  to  Ft.  Smith 
and  return  via  the  same  route. 

(20)  Between  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico,  and  Amarillo,  Texas.  From  Al¬ 
buquerque  via  UJ3.  Highway  66  (1-40)  to 
Amarillo,  and  return  via  the  same  route. 

(21)  Between  Amarillo,  Texas,  and 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma.  From  Ama¬ 
rillo  via  U.S.  Highway  66  (1-40)  to  Okla¬ 
homa  City  and  return  via  the  same  route. 

(22)  Between  Ft.  Worth,  Texas,  and 
the  junction  of  Interstate  Highway  20 
and  U.S.  Highway  84.  From  Ft.  Worth 
via  Interstate  Highway  20  to  the  junction 
of  U.S.  Highway  84,  and  return  via  the 
same  route. 

(23)  Between  Houston,  Texas,  and 
Beaumont,  Texas.  From  Houston  via  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  10  to  Beaumont,  and 
return  via  the  same  route. 

(24)  Between  Houston.  Texas,  and 
Dallas,  Texas.  From  Houston  via  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  45  to  Dallas,  and  return 
via  the  same  route. 

(25)  Between  Agulla,  Arizona,  and 
Congress,  Arizona.  From  Agulla  via  Ari¬ 
zona  Highway  71  to  Congress,  and  return 
via  the  same  route. 

(26)  Between  Lamesa.  Texas,  and  Sny¬ 
der.  Texas.  From  Lamesa  via  U.S.  High- 
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way  180  to  Snyder,  and  return  via  the 

same  route. 

(27)  Between  Houston,  Texas,  and 
Brenham,  Texas.  From  Houston  via  U.S. 
Highway  290  to  Brenham,  and  return  via 
the  same  route. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Houston. 
Texas;  or  Tulsa,  Oklahoma;  or  Oklahoma 
City,  Oklahoma;  or  Wichita,  Kansas;  or  Los 
Angeles,  California;  or  Phoenix,  Arizona 
Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  590),  Filed 
May  5,  1977.  Applicant:  KROBLIN  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
5000,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  P.  Rhodes  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat 
by-products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packing  houses  (except  hides  and 
and  commodities  in  bulk)  as  described 
In  Sections  A  k  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  In  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  (D 
from  Hartley  and  Spencer,  Iowa  to 
points  In  Indiana.  Michigan  and  Ohio, 
and  (2)  from  Schuyler  and  Fremont,  Ne¬ 
braska  to  points  in  Indiana,  Michigan 
and  Ohio,  restricted  to  shipments  orig¬ 
inating  at  the  plantsites  and  facilities  of 
Spencer  Foods,  Inc.  at  the  above  named 
origins. 

Not*. — Common  control  may  be  involved 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis. 
Minnesota. 

No.  MC  35358  (Sub-No.  39) .  filed  May 
11,  1977.  Applicant:  BERGER  TRANS¬ 
FER  &  STORAGE.  INC.,  3720  Macalaster 
Drive  N.E.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55421. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Andrew  R. 
Clark,  1000  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Furniture,  appliances, 

equipment  and  commercial  and  institu¬ 
tional  fixtures,  and  materials,  parts  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  ap¬ 
pliances,  equipment  and  commercial  and 
Institutional  fixtures,  (1)  from  points  in 
Iowa,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and 

(2)  from  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ,  to  points 
in  Iowa. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  either  Des  Moines.  Iowa  or 
Chicago.  Ill. 

No.  MC  35628,  (Sub-No.  392 >,  filed 
May  3,  1977.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
MOTOR  FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  134 
Grandville  Avenue,  S.W.,  Grand  Rapids, 
Michigan  49503.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Michael  P.  Zell  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusal 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment),  serving  the 
plantslte  of  Manchester  Plastics.  Inc.  lo- 
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cated  at  Manchester,  Michigan  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  authorized  operations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boston, 
Massachusetts  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  35807  (Sub-No.  72) .  Filed  May 
10,  1977.  Applicant:  WELJLJS  FARGO 
ARMORED  SERVICE  CORPORATION. 
P.O.  Box  4313,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30302. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Harry  J. 
Jordan,  1000  16th  Street,  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  coin,  currency  and  securities,  be¬ 
tween  Denver,  Colorado  and  points  In 
Jewell,  Mitchell,  Lincoln.  Ellsworth,  Rice, 
Reno.  Kingman  and  Harper  Counties, 
Kansas,  and  points  in  Kansas  west 
thereof,  under  a  continued  contract  or 
contracts  with  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  Kansas  City. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Denver.  Colo,  or  Washington,  D.C.  Common 
control  may  be  involved. 

Docket  No.  MC  35807  (Sub-No.  73), 
filed  May  10,  1977.  Applicant  WELLS 
FARGO  ARMORED  SERVICE  COR¬ 
PORATION,  P.O.  Box  4313,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30302.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Harry  J.  Jordan,  1000  16th  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foreign  coin,  U.S.  coin, 
stamps  and  other  items  of  value,  be¬ 
tween  Hartford,  Connecticut;  Boston, 
Massachusetts;  New  York,  New  York 
and  Littleton,  New  Hampshire,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Littleton  Stamp  &  Coin  Co..  Inc. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boston,  Mass,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  40978  (Sub-No.  31),  Med 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  CHAIR  CITY 
MOTOR  EXPRESS  COMPANY,  3321 
Business  141  South,  Sheboygan,  WI 
53081.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  C.  Dineen,  Suite  412  Empire  Build¬ 
ing,  710  North  Plankinton  Avenue,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  WI  53203.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  New  furniture,  from  Muscatine, 
Iowa  to  points  In  Indiana,  and  (2)  new 
furniture,  and  lamps  and  shades,  from 
points  in  Illinois  to  points  in  Indiana. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  42000  (Sub-No.  5),  Med 
May  13,  1977.  Applicant:  TEXAS  IN¬ 
TERSTATE  MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC, 
2210  Congress,  P.O.  Box  3751,  Houston, 
Texas  77001.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Clint  Oldham,  1108  Continental  Lift 
Building,  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  76102.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting :  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  live¬ 
stock,  household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 


Commission,  commodities  In  bulk  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment)  be¬ 
tween  Houston,  Galveston,  and  Freeport, 
Tex,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 
Big  Spring,  Sweetwater,  Odessa  and  El 
Paso,  Tex,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Texas  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Red  River  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  277  through  Wichita  Falls 
to  Abilene,  Tex,  then  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  83  to  Ballinger,  Tex,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  67  to  San  Angelo,  Tex, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  87  to  San  An¬ 
tonio,  Tex,  and  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  181  via  Floresville,  Tex,  to  Corpus 
Christi,  Tex. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  in  Dal¬ 
las  or  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  45363  (Sub-No.  9),  Med: 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  STONES  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC,  1099  Hendricks  Causeway, 
Ridgefield,  N.J.  07657.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  THOMAS  F.  X.  FOLEY,  ESQ, 
P.O.  Box  1409,  167  Fairfield  Road,  Fair- 
field,  N.J.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  retail 
chain  grocery  and  food  business  houses; 
(2)  equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  conduct  of  such  business  as 
specified  in  (1)  above;  (3)  shoes;  and 
(4)  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacturing  of  the  commodity  named 
in  (3)  above,  between  New  York,  N.Y. 
and  points  in  New  Jersey  with  the  New 
York,  N.Y.  Commercial  Zone  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  and  Totowa,  NJ, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Barre,  Bellows  Falls,  Bennington,  Bethel, 
Brandon,  Brattleboro,  Bristol,  Burling¬ 
ton,  Essex  Junction,  Manchester,  Mld- 
dleburg,  Montpelier,  Newport,  Norwich, 
Randolph,  Rutland,  Springfield.  St.  Al¬ 
bans,  Vergennes,  White  River  Junction, 
and  Windsor,  Vt. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary.  Applicant 
requests  that  It  be  held  at  Newark,  -N.J., 
New  York,  N.T.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  59150  (Sub-No.  99) ,  Med  May 
13,  1977.  Applicant:  PLOOF  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  1414  Lindrose  Street.  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Florida  32206.  Applicant's  rep¬ 
resentative:  Martin  Sack,  Jr.,  1754  Gulf 
Life  Tower,  Jacksonville,  Florida  32207. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plywood,  from  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of  Day 
Companies.  Inc.,  In  Randolph  County, 
Georgia,  to  points  in  the  United  States  In 
and  east  of  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Nebraska,  Colorado,  and  New  Mexico. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Florida  or  Atlanta,  Georgia. 

No.  MC  61231  (Sub-No.  102) ,  Med  May 
10,  1977.  Applicant:  Ace  Lines,  Inc.,  4143 
East  43rd  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50317. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Falrbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  from  the 


plantsite  of  Southwest  Ornamental  Iron 
Co.,  at  or  near  Bonner  Springs,  Kansas, 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Wisconsin  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  the  hearing  be  held 
at  Kansas  City,  Missouri. 

No.  MC  61231  (Sub-No.  103),  filed  May 
10,  1977.  Applicant:  Ace  Lines  Inc.,  4143 
East  43rd  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50317. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Wrought  steel  pipe  and  tubing  from 
the  plantsite  of  Tubular  Steel,  Incor¬ 
porated  at  Staunton,  Ill.  and  Hazelwood, 
Mo,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota, 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  61788  (Sub-No.  34).  Med: 
May  4.  1977.  Applicant:  GEORGIA- 
FLORIDA- ALABAMA  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  1541 
Reeves  Street,  Dothan,  Alabama  36302. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Maurice  F. 
Bishop,  601-09  Frank  Nelson  Building, 
Birmingham,  Alabama  35203.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  & 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  serving  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  the  John  Deere  Com¬ 
pany,  located  at  or  near  Conyers, 
Georgia,  as  an  off-route  point  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  carrier’s  authorized  regular 
routes,  restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic,  direct  or  interline,  between 
Atlanta,  Georgia,  on  the  one  hand.  and. 
on  the  other,  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  John  Deere  Company 
located  at  or  near  Conyers,  Georgia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

No  MC  63417  (Sub-No.  100),  Med: 
May  6.  1977.  Applicant:  Blue  Ridge 
Transfer  Company,  Incorporated.  P.O. 
Box  13447,  Roanoke,  Virginia  24034.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  E.  Bain. 
P.O.  Box  13447,  Roanoke,  Virginia  24034. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  New  furniture 
and  furniture  parts  from  Columbia,  S.C. 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Dela¬ 
ware,  District  of  Columbia,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Car¬ 
olina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia.  (2)  Materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  new 
furniture  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  which  because  of  size  and 
weight  require  special  equipment)  from 
states  in  (1)  above  to  Columbia,  S.C.  and 
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(3)  damaged,  defective,  refused,  rejected 
or  returned  shipments  of  new  furniture 
from  states  in  (1)  above  to  Columbia, 
S.C. 

Non. — If  s  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  beld  In  Roanoke, 
Virginia  or  Columbia,  S.C. 

No.  MC  77214  Sub-No  7.  filed  May  9, 
1977.  Applicant:  Haldon  8.  Miller,  1028 

8.  CR.  32,  Helena,  Ohio  43435.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  L.  Alden, 
1396  West  Fifth  Avenue,  Columbus,  Ohio 
43212.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Liq¬ 
uid  nitrogen  solution.  In  bulk.  In  tank 
vehicles,  from  Terre  Haute,  IncL,  to 
points  in  Ohio.  (2)  Dry  nitrogen-urea.  In 
bulk,  from  Madison,  Ind.,  to  points  In 
Ohio. 

None. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  beld  at  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio;  Cleveland,  Ohio,  or  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  78118  (Sub-No.  34) .  filed  May 

9,  1977.  Applicant:  W.  H.  JOHNS,  INC., 
35  Wltmer  Road,  Lancaster,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  17602.  Applicant's  representative: 
Christian  V.  Graf,  407  North  Front 
Street,  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania  17101. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Glass  con¬ 
tainers,  not  exceeedlng  1  gallon  in  capac¬ 
ity,  from  the  plantsite  and  shipping  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Glass  Containers  Corporation 
in  the  Borough  of  Knox  and  the  Town¬ 
ships  of  Paint  and  Elk,  Clarion  County, 
the  Borough  of  Marienvllle,  Forest 
County,  and  the  Borough  of  Parker, 
Armstrong  County.  Pa.,  to  points  in  New 
Jersey,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
and  destined  to  the  above  origins  and 
destination. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  or  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

No.  MC  78687  (Sub-No.  46),  filed  May 

3,  1977.  Applicant:  LOTT  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  118  Monell  Street,  Penn 
Yan,  New  York  14527.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Helsley,  Suite  850 
666  Eleventh  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20001.  Authority  is  sought  by  appli¬ 
cant  to  operate  in  Interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Scrap  metals,  in  dump  vehicles,  be¬ 
tween  points  In  Connecticut,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  New 
Jersey  (except  points  In  Atlantic,  Cum¬ 
berland,  Burlington,  Camden,  Cape  May, 
Gloucester,  and  Salem  Counties,  New 
Jersey). 

Note. — If  ft  bearing  Is  beld,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  that  the  hearing  be  held  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.O.  Applicant  states  that  It  bolds  con¬ 
tract  carrier  authority  in  No.  MC  3506,  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  also  be  Involved. 

No.  MC  78687  (Sub-No.  47)  filed  May 

4,  1977.  Applicant:  LOTT  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  118  Monell  Street,  Penn 
Yan,  New  York  14527.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Helsley,  Suite  805, 
666  Eleventh  Street,  NW,  Washington, 
D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate 


as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Soda  ash,  in  bulk,  from  Solv&y,  N.Y.,  to 
points  In  Virginia. 

Non. — Applicant  bold  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  2606,  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  Common  control  may 
also  bo  Involved.  If  a  bearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  K  be  held  on 
a  consolidated  record  with  similar  applica¬ 
tions. 

No.  MC  79267  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  May 
4,  1977.  Applicant:  PhD  WAREHOUSE 
k  CARTAGE,  INC.,  7636  Canton  Center 
Drive,  Baltimore,  Maryland  21224.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  Maurice  S.  Bo- 
zel,  303  Felton  Road,  Lutherville.  Md. 
21093.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes.  In  the  transportation  of 
(1)  Containers,  Container  Chassis  k 
Trailers,  (2)  General  Commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  of  unusual  value,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment 
and  commodities  In  bulk.)  Between 
points  in  the  Baltimore,  Maryland  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  restricted  to  shipments 
having  a  prim:  or  subsequent  movement 
by  water. 

Note. — If  ft  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Balti¬ 
more,  Maryland. 

No.  MC  83835  (Sub-No.  142) ,  filed  May 
11,  1977.  Applicant:  WALES  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6186,  Dal¬ 
las,  Texas  75222.  Applicant's  representa¬ 
tive:  James  W.  Hightower,  136  Wynne- 
wood  Prof.  Building,  Dallas,  Texas  75224. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting :  (1)  Cast¬ 
ings,  empty  shipping  containers,  scrap 
metal,  variable  speed  drives,  electrical 
cable,  switch  boards,  transformers, 
motors,  pumps,  motor  and  pump  parts 
and  accessories;  and,  (2)  Equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in,  or  in 
connection  with,  the  transportation.  In¬ 
stallation,  operation,  removal,  repair, 
manufacture,  and  maintenance  of  the 
commodities  described  In  (1)  above,  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  Byron  Jackson 
Pump  Division  and  Centrllift  Division, 
Borg-Wamer  Corporation,  located  at  or 
near  Ardmore,  Healdton,  and  Tulsa 
County,  Oklahoma;  Casper  and  Cody, 
Wyoming;  Glendive,  Montana;  Hunting- 
ton  Beach  and  Los  Angeles,  California; 
Rangely,  Colorado;  and  Conroe,  Mid¬ 
land,  Plain  view,  and  Tyler,  Texas;  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  one  the  other,  points  In 
the  United  States,  Including  Alaska,  but 
excluding  Hawaii.  RESTRICTION:  Re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
(a)  Pumps,  pump  parts,  and  pump 
motors,  and  (b)  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies  used  In  the  Installation, 
operation,  removal,  repair,  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  commodities  described  In 
(a)  above,  between  the  facilities  of  By¬ 
ron  Jackson  Pump  Division,  Borg-War- 
ner  Corporation  located  at  Tulsa,  Okla¬ 
homa,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  In  the  United  States,  In¬ 
cluding  Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  neceesary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  beld  at  Washington, 
DO. 


No.  MC  94201  (Sub-No.  149),  filed: 
May  3,  1977.  Applicant:  BOWMAN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  17744,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30316.  Ap- 
Ucanfs  representative:  Maurice  F. 
Bishop,  601-09  Frank  Nelson  Building, 
Birmingham,  Alabama  35203.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  Commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  In  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment).  Between  the  plant- 
site  of  Goodyear  Tire  and  Rubber  Com¬ 
pany  located  at  or  near  Union  City, 
Tenn,.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  Illinois,  Indiana,  points  in 
Ohio;  Louisville,  Ky.,  St.  Louis,  Kansas 
City,  Carthage  and  Springfield,  Mo.; 
Topeka,  Kans.;  North  Carolina,  and 
Norfolk  and  Richmond,  Va.;  Kansas 
City,  Kans.,  and  points  within  the  com¬ 
mercial  zones  of  each  city  named.  The 
authority  sought  would  be  tacked  as  fol¬ 
lows:  1.  Richmond,  Va.  with  the  Bow¬ 
man  Sub  52  authority  to  provide  service 
to  points  in  New  York,  where  It  would  be 
tacked  with  Bowman  Sub-53  to  provide 
service  to  points  In  Connecticut,  Massa¬ 
chusetts  and  New  York  within  35  miles 
of  Columbus  Circle,  N.Y,  and  with  the 
Sub-109  authority  to  provide  service  to 
all  points  In  Rhode  Island  and  Massa¬ 
chusetts  and  named  Counties  in  Connec¬ 
ticut.  2.  The  authority  would  also  be 
tacked  with  the  Sub- 52  authority  at 
Richmond,  Va.  to  provide  service  to 
Baltimore,  Md.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  and  points  In  their  respec¬ 
tive  commercial  zones. 

Note. — If  ft  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  beld  at  Akron,  Oblo 
or  Atlanta,  Georgia. 

No.  MC  94350  (Sub  No.  387) ,  filed  May 
9.  1977.  Applicant:  TRANSIT  HOMES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1628,  Greenville.  S.C. 
29602.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Mitchell  King,  Jr.  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Single- 
wide  and  double-wide  mobile  homes.  In 
initial  movements,  from  points  In  Clay 
and  LaGrange  Counties,  Ind.  to  points 
in  Colorado,  Connecticut.  Delaware,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota.  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island. 
South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and 
Wyoming. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  that  It  be  beld  at  South  Bend,  Ind. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub  No.  980) ,  filed  May 
9.  1977.  Applicant:  WATKINS  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  1144  West  Griffin  Road. 
P.O.  Box  1636,  Lakeland.  Fla.  33802.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  Benjy  W. 
Fincher  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Confec¬ 
tionery,  from  Covington,  Tenn.  to  points 
In  Connecticut,  Delaware,  District  at 
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Columbia,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  North  Dakota, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  Wisconsin  and  Kentucky;  Re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  the  facilities  of  the 
Charms  Co„  located  at  or  near  Coving¬ 
ton,  Term,  and  destined  to  the  named 
destination  States. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y.;  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  or  Tampa,  Fla. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  981),  filed  May 
9,  1977.  Applicant:  WATKINS  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Lakeland, 
Florida  33802.  Applicant’s  representative 
Benjy  W.  Fincher,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Lake¬ 
land,  Florida  33802.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Bananas  and  agricultural  commod¬ 
ities,  exempt  from  economic  regulations 
under  Section  203(b)(6)  of  the  Act, 
when  transported  at  the  same  time  and 
In  the  same  vehicle  with  bananas,  from 
Norfolk,  Va.  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 
or  Tampa,  Fla. 

No.  MC  106274  (Sub-No.  25) ,  filed  May 
9,  1977.  Applicant:  RAEFORD  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
219,  Sanford,  N.C.  27330.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  R.  B.  Guthrie,  P.O.  Box  219, 
Sanford,  N.C.  27330.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber,  lum¬ 
ber  products,  fencing,  wooden,  in  sec¬ 
tions,  fence  pickets,  wooden,  poles, 
wooden,  and  posts,  wooden.  (1)  from 
points  in  Connecticut,  Maine,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
and  Vermont,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania, 
Maryland,  Delaware,  Virginia,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Ohio,  West  Virginia,  New  York,  and 
New  Jersey,  and  (2)  from  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia  to  points  In  North  Carolina  and 
South  Carolina.  Restriction :  Restricted 
to  movements  for  the  account  of  Law¬ 
rence  R.  McCoy  &  Co.,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Boston, 
Mass.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  106674  (Sub-No.  232),  filed 
May  9,  1977.  Applicant:  8CHILLI  MO¬ 
TOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123,  Rem¬ 
ington,  Indiana  47977.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jerry  L.  Johnson,  P.O.  Box 
123.  Remington,  Indiana  47977.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Gypsum,  gypsum 


products  and  building  materials,  adhe¬ 
sives  and  such  materials  and  supplies  as 
are  used  in  the  manufacture,  installa¬ 
tion  and  distribution  of  such  commodi¬ 
ties  ( except  liquid  in  bulk)  between  the 
plantsite,  warehouse  and  facilities  of  the 
United  States  Gypsum  Company,  River 
Rouge,  Michigan,  on  the  one  hand  and 
on  the  other  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  or  Indianapolis,  Indiana. 

No.  MC  106920  (Sub-No.  69),  filed 
May  4,  1977.  Applicant:  RIGGS  POOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  26,  West  Mon¬ 
roe  Street,  New  Bremen,  Ohio  45869. 
Applicant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  Street, 
NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  by  applicant  to  operate  in  inter¬ 
state  and  foreign  commerce  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs, 
including  dairy  products,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Plymouth,  Wisconsin  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Virginia  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  the  hearing  be  held 
either  In  Columbus,  Ohio  or  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  107010  (Sub-No.  63),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  BULK  CAR¬ 
RIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  423,  Auburn,  Ne¬ 
braska  68305.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028, 
Lincoln,  Nebraska  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Anhydrous  ammonia,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  pipeline 
terminals  of  the  Gulf  Central  Pipeline 
Company  located  at  or  near  Spencer  and 
Holstein,  Iowa;  and  David  City,  Nebraska 
to  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota  and  South  Dakota. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebraska. 

MC  107496  (Sub-No.  1079),  filed 
May  11,  1977.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION.  3200  Ruan  Cen¬ 
ter,  666  Grand  Avenue,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50309.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 
Check,  P.O.  Box  855,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50304.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Acids  and 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  from  Lacrosse,  Wis¬ 
consin  to  points  in  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Michi¬ 
gan  (Upper  Peninsula) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  mmols. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  1080),  filed 
May  11, 1977.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  3200  Ruan  Cen¬ 
ter,  666  Grand  Avenue,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50309.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 


Check,  P.O.  Box  855,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50304.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer 
materials,  in  bulk,  from  (a)  Cass  and 
Sangamon  Counties,  Ill.,  to  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Wisconsn,  Missouri,  Kentucky, 
Ohio,  Michigan,  Kansas,  Nebraska, 
Texas,  New  Mexico,  and  Florida;  (b) 
from  the  plantsite  of  Agrico  Chemical 
Company  and  the  Fulton  River  Terminal 
at  Fulton,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Illinois, 
Missouri,  Minne^bta,  and  Wisconsin;  and 
(c)  from  Eau  Claire,  Mich.,  to  points  in 
Minnesota,  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Michi¬ 
gan. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Illinois. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  1073),  filed 
May  5,  1977.  Applicant:  Refrigerated 
Transport  Co.,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  Ga.  30050.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Alan  E.  Serby,  3379  Peach¬ 
tree  Road,  N.E.,  Suite  375,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30326.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
by  motor  vehicle,  transporting:  Dairy 
products,  from  the  plantsites  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Cudahy  Foods,  located 
at  Harrodsburg,  Cynthiana,  Russell 
Springs  and  Tompkinsville,  Ky..  to 
points  in  Virgina,  Tennessee,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Louisiana, 
Texas,  Arkansas,  Oklahoma,  California, 
Oregon,  Washington,  Idaho,  Nevada, 
Utah,  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  Colorado 
and  Wyoming. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  126430  Sub  2  and  other 
subs  thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  1074),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  Refrigerated 
Transport  Co.,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  Georgia  30050.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Alan  E.  Serby,  3379 
Peachtree  Road,  N.E.,  Suite  375,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30326.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk) ;  (2) 
Animal  Foods ;  and  (3)  Such  merchan¬ 
dise  as  is  dealt  in  by  retail  gift  and  curio 
shops  and  catalog  distribution  centers. 
Restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
and  further  restricted  to  transportation 
of  the  above  commodities  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  points  in  Wisconsin  to  points  in 
Virginia,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Louisiana, 
Texas,  Arkansas  and  Oklahoma.  Re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  points  in 
Wisconsin. 

Note. — Dual  operations  and  common  con¬ 
trol  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held 
at  Madison,  Wisconsin. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  1075),  filed: 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  Post 
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Office  Box  308,  Forest  Park,  Georgia 
30050.  Applicant’s  representative:  Alan 
K  Serby,  3379  Peachtree  Road,  NJS, 
Suite  375,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30326.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Foodstuffs 
(except  in  bulk) ;  (2)  Animal  foods;  and 
(3)  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  In  by 
retail  gift  and  curio  shops  and  catalog 
distribution  centers.  Restricted  against 
transportation  of  commodities  In  bulk, 
In  tank  vehicles,  and  restricted  to  trans¬ 
portation  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from,  points  In 
Wisconsin  to  points  in  California,  Ore¬ 
gon.  Washington,  Idaho,  Nevada,  Utah, 
Arizona,  New  Mexico,  Colorado  and 
Wyoming.  Restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  points  in  Wisconsin. 

Note. — Applicant  bolds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  136436  j  Sub- No.  3)  and 
other" subs  thereunder,  therefore,  dual  oper¬ 
ations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be 
held  at  Madison,  Wls, 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  1076),  filed 
May  10.  1977.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO„  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  308,  Forest  Park,  Georgia 
30050.  Applicant’s  representative:  Alan 
E.  Serby,  3379  Peachtree  Road.  NJ5, 
Suite  375,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30326.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chewing  Gum, 
Candy  and  Cough  Drops,  from  the  plant- 
site  and  storage  facilities  of  Llfesavers, 
Inc.  at  Holland,  Michigan  to  Morrow, 
Georgia.;  Charlotte,  North  Carolina; 
Dallas,  Texas;  and  Jacksonville,  Florida. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
New  York  City,  New  York  or  Atlanta.  Georgia. 
Common  control  and  dual  operations  may  be 
Involved. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  1077),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO,  INC,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  308,  Forest  Park,  Georgia  30050. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Alan  E. 
Serby,  3379  Peachtree  Road,  NJL,  Suite 
375,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30326.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Stand¬ 
ard  Brands  Incorporated  at  Atlanta. 
Georgia  to,  points  in  Texas,  Oklahoma. 
Arkansas  and  Louisiana. 

Non. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC  126436  (Sub-No.  2)  and 
other  subs  thereunder,  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  1078),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  308,  Forest  Park,  Georgia  30050. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Alan  E. 
Serby,  3379  Peachtree  Road,  N.E.,  Suite 
375,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30326.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Bakery  products  In  ve¬ 
hicles  equipped  with  mechanical  refrig¬ 
eration,  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 


facilities  of  Specialty  Lady  Fingers 
located  at  Marysville,  Pennsylvania  to 
points  in  Michigan,  Illinois,  Wisconsin, 
Minnesota,  Iowa.  Kansas,  Missouri.  Ne¬ 
braska,  Indiana  and  Ohio.  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  plantsite 
and  destined  to  the  named  destinations. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  126436  (Sub-No.  2)  and 
other  subs  thereunder,  therefore  dual  op¬ 
erations  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be 
held  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  108053  (Sub-No.  139).  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  LITTLE 

AUDREY’S  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC,  P.O.  Box  129,  Fremont,  Ne¬ 
braska  68025.  Applicant’s  representative: 
ARNOLD  L.  BURKE.  180  N.  LaSalle 
Street.  Chicago,  Illinois  60601.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766,  From  the  plantsite  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Wilson  Foods  Corporation  at 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  to  points  In  Arizona, 
California,  Idaho,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah 
and  Washington,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the  named 
destination  states. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  U  deemed  neoeeaary,  applicant 
requests  that  It  be  held  at  Nenaae  City, 
Missouri. 

No.  MC  108341  (Sub-No.  60).  filed 
May  10, 1977.  Applicant:  MOSS  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  INC,  3027  N.  Tryon  St, 
P.O.  Box  8409,  Charlotte.  N.c.  28208. 
Applicant's  representative:  Morton  E. 
Kiel.  Suite  6193,  5  World  Trade  Center. 
New  York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wire  and  wire  mesh,  from  the  facil¬ 
ities  of  Exposalc  Wire  Company  located 
at  or  near  Mount  Airy,  North  Carolina 
to  points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east 
of  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas, 
and  Louisiana. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  108835  (Sub-No.  40),  filed 
May  11,  1977.  Applicant:  Hyman 

Freightways,  Inc,  1745  University  Ave, 
St.  Paul,  Minnesota  55104.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  S.  Lee,  1000  First 
National  Bank  Bldg,  Minneapolis,  Min¬ 
nesota  55402.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  commodities  In  bulk,  and  those  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment) ,  between 
Minneapolis -St.  Paul,  Minn,  and  Noyes, 
Minn,  serving  no  intermediate  points: 
(a)  From  St.  Paul,  Minn,  over  UJ9. 
Highway  10  to  Its  junction  with  UB. 
Highway  59  at  Detroit  Lakes,  Minn, 
thence  via  U  S.  Highway  59  to  its  junc¬ 


tion  with  Minnesota  Highway  11,  thence 
over  UB.  Highway  11  to  its  Junction  with 
UB.  Highway  75,  thence  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  75  to  Noyes,  Minn,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (b)  From  Minneapolis, 
Minn,  over  UB.  Highway  52  to  its  J mic¬ 
tion  with  Minnesota  Highway  152  near 
Osseo,  Minn,  thence  over  Minnesota 
Highway  152  to  Its  junction  with  UB. 
Highway  52  at  or  near  St.  Cloud,  Minn, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  52  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  UB.  Highway  75.  thence  over 
UB.  Highway  75  to  its  junction  with 
Minnesota  Highway  220,  thence  over 
Minnesota  Highway  220  to  its  junction 
with  Minnesota  Highway  11,  thence  over 
Minnesota  Highway  11  to  its  junction 
with  UB.  Highway  75,  thence  over  UB. 
Highway  75  to  Noyes,  Minn,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  and  (c)  From  Min¬ 
neapolis.  Minn,  over  Interstate  Highway 
94  to  its  junction  with  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  9  at  or  near  Barnes ville,  Minn, 
thence  over  Minnesota  Highway  9  to  its 
Junction  with  UB.  Highway  No.  2,  thence 
over  UB.  Highway  No.  2  to  Its  junction 
with  UB.  Highway  75,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  75  to  Noyes,  Minn,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

Not*. — This  proceeding  Involves  a  conver¬ 
sion  of  applicant*  irregular  route  authority 
between  the  points  Involved.  MC  108835  (Sub 
290),  to  regular  route  authority.  Applicant 
wfll  voluntarily  take  a  restriction  either  in 
the  certificate  Issued  In  this  proceeding  or  In 
Its  Sub  290  certificate  that  would  preclude 
It  from  performing  both  irregular  and  regu¬ 
lar  route  service  between  Minneapollk'-St. 
Paul  and  Noyes,  Minnesota.  Common  control 
may  be  an  Issue.  If  s  hearing  should  be  nec¬ 
essary.  applicant  requests  It  be  held  In  St. 
Paul,  Minnesota. 

No.  MC  108937  (Sub-No.  46),  filed 
May  9,  1977.  Applicant:  MURPHY 

MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  2323 
Terminal  Road.  P.O.  Box  3640,  St.  Paul, 
Minnesota  55113.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Raymond  L.  Stevens,  2323  Terminal 
Road,  St.  Paul,  Minnesota  55113.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  (1)  Between  St.  Paul, 
Minn,  and  Rhinelander,  Wls,  serving  no 
Intermediate  points;  From  St.  Paul  over 
UB.  Highway  8  to  Rhinelander,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route.  (2)  Between 
Duluth,  Minn,  and  Rhinelander,  Wis, 
serving  no  intermediate  points:  From 
Duluth  over  U.S.  Highway  2  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  51,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway 
47  to  Woodruff,  Wis,  thence  over  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  47  to  Rhinelander,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Rhine¬ 
lander,  WIS.  Common  control  may  be  In¬ 
volved. 

No.  MC  108937  (Sub-No.  47),  filed 
May  9,  1977.  Applicant:  MURPHY 

MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC,  2323 
Terminal  Road,  P.O.  Box  3640,  St.  Paul, 
Minnesota  55113.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Raymond  L.  Stevens,  2323  Terminal 
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Road,  St.  Paul,  Minnesota  55113.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties — except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment — (1)  Between  South 
Bend,  Ind.  and  Columbus,  Ohio,  serving 
no  intermediate  points :  Prom  South 
Bend  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  31  and  U.S.  Highway  30, 
near  Plymouth,  Ind.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30 
and  U.S.  Highway  30S,  near  Delphos, 
Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  3  OS  to 
Kenton,  Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway 
31  to  Marysville,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  33  to  Columbus,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  and  (2)  Between  South 
Bend,  Ind.  and  Louisville,  Ky.,  serving 
the  intermediate  point  of  Indianapolis, 
Ind.:  Prom  South  Bend  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31  to  Indianapolis,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  65,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  South  Bend,  Ind. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub  No.  487),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  Groendyke 
Transport,  Inc.,  2510  Rock  Island 
Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid,  Oklahoma 
73701.  Applicant’s  representative:  Alvin 
L.  Hamilton  (Same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Wax, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  West  Lake 
Charles,  Louisiana  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  Ohio  and  Wisconsin;  and  (2) 
Liquid  Hydrochloric  ( Muriatic )  Acid,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Deer  Park 
(Harris  County),  Texas  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi  and 
Oklahoma. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Little 
Bock,  Arkansas  or  Dallas,  Texas. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub  No.  448),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  Groendyke 
Transport,  Inc.,  2510  Rock  Island 
Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid,  Oklahoma 
73701.  Applicant’s  representative:  Alvin 
L.  Hamilton  (Same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  (1) 
Sacramento,  California  and  Shreveport, 
Louisiana  to  Brownsville,  Texas,  in  for¬ 
eign  commerce  only;  and  (2)  Browns¬ 
ville,  Texas  to  Houston,  Texas,  in  foreign 
commerce  only. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Tulsa, 
Oklahoma  or  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub  No.  701),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New  Hyde  Park 
Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Elizabeth  L. 
Henoch  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 


mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Ophthalmic 
goods  and  business  papers  and  records 
moving  therewith:  Between  Wheeling, 
W.  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Cumberland,  Md.  and  Washing¬ 
ton,  Pa. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  MC  1 12750  and  Sub  Num¬ 
bers  thereunder,  and  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  involved.  Common  control  may 
be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Columbus,  Ohio,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub  No.  702),  filed 
May  11,  1977.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New  Hyde  Park 
Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  Elizabeth  L. 
Henoch  (same  address  as  Applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Exposed 
and  processed  film  and  prints,  comple¬ 
mentary  replacement  film,  incidental 
dealer  handling  supplies,  advertising 
literature,  and  business  papers:  Between 
Phoenix,  Ariz.,  and  Gallup,  N.M.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
having  an  immediately  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  air,  rail  or  motor 
vehicle. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract  car¬ 
rier  authority  in  MC  112750  and  Sub  Num¬ 
bers  thereunder,  and  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  involved.  Common  control  may 
be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Phoenix, 
Ariz.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  111940  (Sub-No.  67) ,  filed  May 
5,  1977.  Applicant:  SMITH’S  TRUCK 
LINES,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  88, 
Muncy,  Pa.  17756.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  M.  Musselman,  P.O.  Box 
1146,  410  North  Third  Street,  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.  17108.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Aircraft  and  internal  combustion 
engines,  aircraft  and  internal  combus¬ 
tion  engine  parts,  and  materials,  sup¬ 
plies  and  equipment  used  in  or  incidental 
to  the  manufacture,  storage,  sale,  distri¬ 
bution  or  installation  of  aircraft  and  in¬ 
ternal  combustion  engines,  and  aircraft 
and  internal  combustion  engine  parts, 
between  the  plant  sites  of  Lycoming  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Avco  Corporation,  at  or  near  Wil¬ 
liamsport,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
in  and  east  of  the  states  of  Wisconsin, 
Illinois,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  and  Louisiana. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Har¬ 
risburg.  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112304  (Sub  No.  118),  filed 
May  9,  1977.  Applicant:  ACE  DORAN 
HAULING  &  RIGGING  CO.,  1601  Blue 
Rock  Street,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45223.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  D.  Herbert 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Copper  articles,  from 
Wynne,  Arkansas;  Greensboro,  North 
Carolina;  Zelienople,  Pennsylvania;  and 
Pulaski,  Tennessee;  to  points  in  the 


United  States  in  and  east  of  Colorado, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma, 
South  Dakota,  and  Texas;  and  (2)  Scrap 
copper,  from  points  in  the  United  States 
in  and  east  of  Colorado,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  and 
Texas;  to  Wynne,  Arkansas;  Greensboro, 
North  Carolina;  Zelienople,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania;  and  Pulaski,  Tennessee;  and  (3) 
Steel  pipe,  from  ports  of  entry  in  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Georgia,  Florida,  Alabama, 
Mississippi,  Louisiana,  Texas,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Minnesota,  and 
Wisconsin,  to  all  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  Colorado,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota, 
and  Texas. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  112588  (Sub-No.  23) ,  filed  May 
9,  1977.  Applicant:  RUSSELL  TRUCK¬ 
ING  LINE,  INC.,  2011  Cleveland  Road, 
Sandusky,  Ohio  44870.  Applicant’s  Rep¬ 
resentative:  John  P.  McMahon,  100  East 
Broad  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  cement  and  mor¬ 
tar,  from  York,  Pennsylvania,  to  points 
in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio  and  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  112617  (Sub-No.  365),  filed 
May  4, 1977.  Applicant:  LIQUID  TRANS¬ 
PORTERS,  INC.,  1292  Pern  Valley  Road, 
P.O.  Box  21395,  Louisville,  Kentucky 
40221.  Applicant’s  representative:  Leon¬ 
ard  A.  Jasklewicz,  1730  M  Street,  NW„ 
Suite  501,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals,  (except 
petrochemicals),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  the  plant  site  of  W.  R.  Grace 
and  Company,  at  or  near  Owensboro, 
Kentucky,  to  Omaha,  Nebraska. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Louis¬ 
ville,  Kentucky.  Common  control  may  be 
involved. 

No.  MC  112963  (Sub  No.  66) .  filed  May 
11,  1977.  Applicant:  ROY  BROS.,  INC., 
764  Boston  Road,  Pinehurst,  Mass.  01866. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Leonard  E. 
Murphy  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting.  Wine,  in 
bulk.  In  tank  vehicles,  from  Naples, 
tf.Y„  to  Laconia,  N.H.,  and  Absecon, 
N.J.  - 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Concord, 
N.H. 

No.  MC  113434  (Sub  No.  77) ,  filed  May 
5,  1977.  Applicant:  GRA-BELL  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  479  Lincoln  Avenue,  Holland. 
Mich.  49423.  Applicant’s  Representative: 
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Miss  Wilhelmina  Boersma,  1600  First 
Federal  Bldg.,  Detroit,  Mich.  48226.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  (1)  Glass  containers,  caps,  stoppers 
and  covers,  from  the  facilities  of  Glen- 
shaw  Glass  Company,  Inc.,  In  Allegheny 
County,  Pa.  to  points  in  Michigan;  and 
(2)  return  of  refused,  rejected  or  dam¬ 
aged  shipments  and  empty  pallets,  from 
points  in  Michigan,  to  the  origin  point 
named  in  (1)  above. 

Not*. — It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  667),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  CURTIS,  INC., 
4810  Pontiac  Street,  Commerce  City,  Col¬ 
orado  80022.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Richard  A.  Peterson,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nebraska  68501.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Kansas  City,  Ks. 
to  points  in  Alabama.  California,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky.  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota, 
and  Texas. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  San 
Francisco,  Calif .,  or  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  668),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  CURTIS,  INC., 
4810  Pontiac  Street,  Commerce  City,  Col¬ 
orado  80022.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Richard  A.  Peterson,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nebraska  68501.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Carpet  and  rugs,  and  related  ar¬ 
ticles  and  equipment  used  in  the  installa¬ 
tion  thereof,  from  points  in  Georgia,  to 
points  in  California,  Oregon,  and  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  'at 
Atlanta,  Qa. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  242),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts 
02210.  Applicant’s  representative:  Law¬ 
rence  T.  Shells  (Same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  Canned 
Foodstuffs  from  Napoleon,  Ohio  to 
points  in  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey  and 
New  York. 

Not*. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  In  Cleveland,  Ohio 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  243),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts 
02210.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  J.  Boyd,  600  Enterprise  Drive.  Suite 
222,  Oak  Brook,  Illinois  60521.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:.  Foods,  food  products,  food 
ingredients,  and  products  requiring  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration  (except  in  bulk). 
(1)  From  the  warehouses  of  Beatrice 


Foods  Co.,  located  at  Scranton,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  and  at  or  near  Allentown,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
and  Michigan,  restricted  to  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  traffic  originating  at  the  ware¬ 
houses  of  Beatrice  Foods  Co.  at  Scran¬ 
ton,  Pennsylvania  and  at  or  near  Allen¬ 
town,  Pennsylvania  and  destined  to  the 
named  destination  states:  and  (2)  from 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Michigan 
to  the  warehouses  of  Beatrice  Foods  Co., 
located  at  Scranton,  Pensylvania  and  at 
or  near  Allentown,  Pennsylvania,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  movement  of  traffic  orig¬ 
inating  in  the  named  origin  states  and 
destined  to  the  warehouses  of  Beatrice 
Foods  Co.  at  Scranton.  Pennsylvania  and 
at  or  near  Allentown,  Pennsylvania. 

Not*. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  302),  filed 
May  11,  1977.  Applicant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Singer  b  Sullivan,  Suite  1600, 
10  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  Illi¬ 
nois  60603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes,  by  motor  vehicle,  transporting: 
Recreational  vehicles  and  equipment; 
parts  and  accessories  of,  and  parapher¬ 
nalia  used  in  connection  with,  recrea¬ 
tional  vehicles  and  equipment  from  Lan¬ 
caster  County,  Nebraska  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  including  ports  of  entry  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  on  a 
consolidated  record  with  similar  applications 
at  either  San  Francisco  or  Los  Angeles,  Calli. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  301),  filed 
May  3, 1977.  Applicant:  DART  TRANSIT 
COMPANY — A  Corporation,  2102  Uni¬ 
versity  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minnesota 
55114.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
H.  Wills  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Mattresses  and  box 
springs,  from  Rock  Island,  Illinois  to 
Bismarck,  Fargo,  Grand  Forks  and 
Minot,  North  Dakota;  Aberdeen  and 
Sioux  Falls,  South  Dakota;  and  Sioux 
City,  Iowa. 

Not*. — If  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minnesota  or  Chicago,  Illinois. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  302),  filed 
May  3, 1977.  Applicant:  DART  TRANSIT 
COMPANY — A  Corporation,  2102  Uni¬ 
versity  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minnesota 
55114.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
H.  Wills  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Glass  containers 
from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  Midland  Glass  Company,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Henryetta,  Oklahoma,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Not*. — If  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  8t. 
Paul,  Minnesota  or  Chicago,  Illinois. 


No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  303),  filed 
May  9, 1977.  Applicant:  DART  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  2102  University  Avenue,  St. 
Paul,  Minnesota  55114.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  H.  Wills,  2102  Univer¬ 
sity  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minnesota  55114. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Butter  from  Rapid 
City,  South  Dakota  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin,  and 
Vineland,  New  Jersey. 

Not*. — If  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  request  that  It  be  held  at  St. 
Paul,  Minnesota  or  Chicago,  Illinois. 

No.  MC  114533  (Sub-No.  358),  filed 
May  9,  1977.  Applicant:  BANKERS  DIS¬ 
PATCH  CORPORATION.  1106  West  35th 
St.,  Chicago,  Illinois  60609  Applicant’s 
representative:  WARREN  W.  WALLIN, 
1106  West  35th  St.,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60609.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Exposed 
and  processed  film  and  prints,  com¬ 
plimentary  replacement  film  and  in¬ 
cidental  dealer  handling  supplies  (ex¬ 
cept  motion  picture  film  and  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  connection  with 
commercial  and  television  motion  pic¬ 
tures),  between  Wyandotte  County, 
Kansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Caddo,  Washita,  Commanche, 
Stephens,  Marshall,  and  Garvin  Coun¬ 
ties,  Oklahoma. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Missouri,  Applicant  holds  contract 
carrier  authority  In  No.  MC  128616  and  subs 
thereunder;  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  Involved. 

No.  MC  114569  (Sub-No.  177)  filed 
May  5,  1977.  Applicant:  SHAFFER 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  418,  New 
Kingstown,  Pa.  17072.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentatives:  N.  L.  Cummins  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foods,  food  products,  food  ingre¬ 
dients,  and  products  requiring  mechani¬ 
cal  refrigeration  (except  in  bulk),  (1) 
from  the  warehouses  of  Beatrice  Foods 
Co.,  located  at  Scranton.  Pennsylvania 
and  at  or  near  Allentown,  Pennsylvania 
to  points  in  Illinois.  Indiana,  and  Michi¬ 
gan.  Restriction:  The  above  authority  is 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  warehouses  of  Beatrice 
Foods  Co.  at  Scranton,  Pennsylvania  and 
at  or  near  Allentown,  Pennsylvania  and 
destined  to  the  named  destination  states, 
and,  (2)  from  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
and  Michigan  to  the  warehouses  of  Bea¬ 
trice  Foods  Co.  located  at  Scranton, 
Pennsylvania  and  at  or  near  Allentown, 
Pennsylvania.  Restriction:  The  above 
authority  is  restricted  to  the  movement 
of  traffic  originating  in  the  named  origin 
states  and  destined  to  the  warehouses  of 
Beatrice  Foods  Co.  at  Scranton,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  and  at  or  near  Allentown,  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Not*. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 
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No.  MC  114896  (Sub-No.  51),  filed 
April  27,  1977.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
SECURITY,  INC.,  3333  New  Hyde  Park 
Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative :  Elizabeth  L. 
Henoch,  (same  address  as  Applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Dore 
bullion,  from  Omaha,  Neb.,  to  Amarillo, 
Tex.;  and  (2)  precious  metals,  from 
Amarillo,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  York 
and  Pennsylvania:  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  ASARCO,  Inc. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  140346  (Sub-No.  1). 
therefore,  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
Common  control  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  la  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
that  It  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y.  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115496  (Sub-No.  48),  filed  May 
5,  1977.  Applicant:  LUMBER  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  111,  Cochran, 
Ga.  31014.  Applicant’s  representative: 
VIRGIL  H.  SMITH,  Suite  12,  1587  Phoe¬ 
nix  Boulevard,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30349.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Paper  bags,  pulp- 
board,  paper  and  paper  products,  from 
St.  Marys,  Ga.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  mouth  of  the  Mssissippi  River,  and 
extending  along  the  Mississippi  River  to 
Its  junction  with  the  western  boundary 
of  Itasca  County,  Minn.,  thence  north¬ 
ward  along  the  western  boundaries  of 
Itasca  and  Koochiching  Counties, 
Minn.,  to  the  International  Boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

No.  MC  116763  (Sub-No.  378),  filed 
May  5,  1977.  Applicant:  CARL  SUBLER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  North  West  Street, 
Versailles,  Ohio  45380.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  H.  M.  Richters,  P.O.  Box  81, 
Versailles,  Ohio  45380.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Pvlpboard,  wrapping  paper,  pa¬ 
per  betas,  paper  and  paper  products,  from 
St.  Marys,  Georgia,  to  points  in  and  east 
of  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota.  Ne¬ 
braska.  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

Nor*. — If  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Georgia. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  626)  (correc¬ 
tion).  filed  April  29,  1977,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  May  26, 
1977  as  No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  625), 
and  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW  FROZEN 
EXPRESS,  INC,  P.O.  Box  188,  Elm 
Springs,  Aik.  72728.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  L.  M.  McLean  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Cleaning  and  washing  compounds,  dry 
or  liquid,  oven  cleaners,  sodium  bicar¬ 


bonate  and  sal  soda  (except  in  bulk), 
from  Syracuse,  New  York;  Ft.  Thomas, 
Ky.;  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Idaho, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Ok- 
lahomo,  South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah, 
Wyoming,  Tennessee,  Louisiana,  and 
Mississippi. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  repubUcatlon 
Is  (1)  to  indicate  the  correct  docket  number 
assigned  to  this  proceeding  as  No.  MC 
117119  (Sub-No.  626)  In  lieu  of  No.  MC 
117119  (Sub-No.  626)  as  previously  published 
in  error;  and  (2)  to  Indicate  applicant’s  cor¬ 
rect  commodity  description.  Common  control 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  the  applicant  requests  that  It  be 
held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  627),  filed 
May  9,  1977.  Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
188,  Elm  Springs,  Ark.  72728.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  L.  M.  McLean 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes 
transporting:  Heeding  and  air  condition¬ 
ing  units,  parts,  and  accessories,  from 
the  facilities  of  Rheem  Mfg.  Co.,  at  Fort 
Smith,  Ark.  to  points  in  Arizona,  Califor¬ 
nia,  Oregon,  and  Washington. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Little  Bock,  Ark.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  628),  filed 
May  9,  1977.  Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Elm  Springs,  Ark.  72728.  Applicant’s 
representative:  L.  M.  McLean  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Heating  and  Air  Conditioning  Units, 
Parts,  and  Accessories,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Rheem  Manufacturing  Co.,  at 
Milledgeville,  Ga,  to  points  in  Tennessee, 
Kentucky,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Ohio,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Massachusetts,  Maine.  New  Hampshire, 
Vermont,  and  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Little  Bock,  Ark.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  629).  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Elm  Springs,  Arkansas  72728.  Applicant’s 
representative:  L.  M.  McLean  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  in  Section  A 
and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  In 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificate 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  766;  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  In  bulk),  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Land  O’Frost,  Inc. 
located  at  Searcy,  Arkansas  to  points  in 
Colorado.  Idaho,  Nevada.  Oregon,  Utah 
and  Washington. 
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Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Chicago,  Ill, 
or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  117686  (Sub-No.  171),  filed 
May  9.  1977.  Applicant:  HIRSCHBACH 
MOTOR  LINES.  INC.,  5000  South  Lewis 
Blvd,  P.O.  Box  417,  Sioux  City,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Mr.  George 
L.  Kirschbach  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  and  hides),  from  Lyons,  Ne¬ 
braska,  to  points  in  Florida,  Georlga, 
Alabama,  Mississippi,  Louisiana,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Texas,  Kansas  and  Missouri.  Re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
plantsite  of  Premier  Boneless  Meats,  Inc, 
at  or  near  Lyons,  Nebraska,  and  destined 
to  the  above  named  destination  states. 

Note. — If  an  oral  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
Omaha,  Nebraska  or  Chicago,  Illinois. 

No.  MC  117686  (Sub-No.  172),  filed 
May  16,  1977.  Applicant:  HIRSCHBACH 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  5000  South  Lewis 
Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  417,  Sioux  City,  Iowa 
51102.  Applicant’s  representative:  George 

L.  Hirschbach  (same  address  as -appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 

M. C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  Flavorland  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc,  located  at  or  near  Denver, 
Colo,  to  points  In  Arizona,  California, 
Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  and  Tennessee. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  request*  that  It  be  held  at  Denver, 
Colo,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  117954  (Sub-No.  23),  filed  May 
10,  1977.  Applicant:  H.  L.  HERRIN,  JR, 
d/b/a  H.  L.  HERRIN  TRUCKING  COM¬ 
PANY,  P.O.  Box  1106,  Metairie,  Louisiana 
70004.  Applicant’s  representative:  Lester 
C.  Arvin,  814  Century  Plaza  Building, 
Wichita,  Kansas  67202.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  and  dry  processed  potatoes, 
from  the  facilities  of  American  Potato® 
Company  located  at  or  near  Plover,  Wis¬ 
consin,  to  points  In  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Florida.  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
Tennessee  and  Texas. 

Horn. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Wichita,  Kan*,  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  118142  (Sub-Nb.  147),  filed 
May  5,  1977.  Applicant:  M  BRUENGER 
ft  CD,  INC,  6250  North  Broadway. 
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Wichita,  Kansas  67219.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Brad  T.  Murphree,  814  Cen¬ 
tury  Plaza  Building,  Wichita,  Kansas 
67202.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Batteries, 
new  and  spent,  and  battery  supplies: 
(1)  From  Salina,  Kansas,  to  the  City  of 
Industry,  California;  Opa  Locka,  Flor¬ 
ida;  Framingham,  Massachusetts;  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon;  Reading,  Pennsylvania; 
and  Greer,  South  Carolina;  (2)  From 
Selma,  Alabama,  To  Dallas,  Texas; 
O’Fallon,  Missouri;  City  of  Industry, 
California;  Indianapolis,  Indiana;  and 
Salina,  Kansas;  (3)  From  Lampeter, 
Pennsylvania;  and  Indianapolis,  Indi¬ 
ana,  to  Salina,  Kansas;  (4)  From  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Indiana,  to  Selma,  Alabama; 
and  (5)  From  Greer,  South  Carolina,  to 
Salina,  Kansas;  restricted  in  (1) — (5) 
above  to  traffic  originating  at  the  plant- 
site  and  facilities  of  General  Battery 
Corporation,  and  destined  to  the  above 
named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Wich¬ 
ita,  Kans.,  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  118142  (Sub-No.  149),  filed 
May  10, 1977.  Applicant:  M.  BRUENGER 
&  CO.,  INC.,  6250  North  Broadway, 
Wichita,  Kansas  67219.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative,  Lester  C.  Arvin,  814  Century 
Plaza  Building,  Wichita,  Kansas  67202. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  Frozen  and  dry 
processed  potatoes,  from  the  facilities  of 
American  Potatoe  Company,  located  at 
or  near  Plover,  Wisconsin,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida.  Georgia, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Tennessee  and 
Texas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Wich¬ 
ita,  Kans.,  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  118288  (Sub-No.  48),  filed 
May  9,  1977.  Applicant:  FROST  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  14751  Boyle  Avenue,  Fon¬ 
tana,  Calif.  92335.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  R.  Y.  Schureman,  1545  Wilshire 
Boulevard,  Lo6  Angeles,  Calif.  90017.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  general  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  commodities  in  bulk  in  tank 
vehicles,  classes  A  &  B  explosives  and 
household  goods  as- defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission)  ,  restricted  to  shipments  moving 
on  the  bills  of  freight  forwarders,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  California,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Utah. 
Colorado  and  Montana. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Los  Ange¬ 
les.  Calif. 

No.  MC  118468  (6ub-No.  50),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  UMTHUN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  910  South  Jackson 
Street,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa  50533.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  L.  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting  .  Plas¬ 
tic  pipe  from  the  plantsite  of  Johns  - 
Manville  Sales  Corporation,  located  at  or 


near  Wilton,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kansas,  and  Wisconsin,  under 
continuing  contract  with  Johns-Manvllle 
Sales  Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  In  Chicago. 
Illinois.  Applicant  holds  common  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  124613  (Sub-No.  1)  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
Involved. 

No.  MC  119226  (Sub-No  99 >,  filed  May 
5,  1977.  Applicant:  LIQUID  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORP.,  3901  Madison  Avenue,  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind.  46227.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  W.  Loser,  1009  Cham¬ 
ber  of  Commerce  Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Com 
products  and  blends  thereof,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Tennessee,  Wisconsin,  and  West  Virginia, 
restricted  against  the  transportation- of 
traffic  originating  at  the  faculties  of  Na¬ 
tional  Starch  and  Chemical  Corporation, 
at  Indianapolis,  Indiana. 

Note. — Applicant  Is  controlled  by  Scoff 
Trucking,  Inc.,  who  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  under  Docket  No.  MC  128101  and 
MC  128181  (Sub-No.  1),  therefore  dual  oper¬ 
ations  may  be  Involved.  Common  control  may 
also  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
either  Indianapolis,  Ind.  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  119641  (Sub-No.  138),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  RINGLE  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  420  East  Ninth  Street, 
Fowler,  Indiana  47944.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  C.  Smith,  J.F.K.  Circle, 
Suite  109-B,  Atlantis,  Florida  33462.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel  arti¬ 
cles,  as  described  in  Appendix  V  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates  61  M.C.C.  209,  from  the  plant 
sites  and  warehouses  facilities  of  Van 
Huffel  Tube  Corp.,  a  Division  of  Youngs¬ 
town  Sheet  and  Tube,  located  at  or  near 
Warren,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska  and  Wis¬ 
consin,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
the  plant  sites  and  warehouse  faculties 
of  Van  Huffel  Tube  Corp.,  a  Division  of 
Youngstown  Sheet  and  Tube,  located  at 
or  near  Warren,  Ohio. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington. 
DC. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  346),  filed 
May  4,  1977.  Applicant:  CARAVAN  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6188,  Dallas,  Texas.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  Meats,  Meat  products.  Meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  and  Articles  distributed  by  Meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  Report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carriers  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk)  from  the 
plantslte  of,  and  warehouse  facilities  uti¬ 
lized  by  Armour  &  Co.  at  St.  Joseph.  Mo. 


to  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Maine.  Maryland,  Massachusetts.  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island.  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Phoenix, 
Arlz. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  347),  filed 
May  9.  1977.  Applicant:  CARAVAN  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  CARGO.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6188,  DaUas,  Texas  75222.  Applicant’s 
representative  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Canned  Seafood,  from  New 
Orleans,  La.  to  points  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Colorado.  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Oregon,  Utah,  and  Washington. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  New 
Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  348),  filed 
May  9,  1977.  Applicant:  CARAVAN  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  CARGO.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6188.  Dallas.  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cooking  Oil,  in  containers 
from  Opelousas,  La.  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Colorado.  Connecticut, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Iowa.  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kansas.  Michigan,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
New  York,  North  Dakota,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Ohio, 
Wisconsin,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Ope¬ 
lousas  or  New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  123194  (Sub-No.  9) ,  filed  May 
11,  1977.  Applicant:  ENTERPRISE 

TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  7333  West  15th  Av¬ 
enue,  Gary,  Ind.  46406.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Eugene  L.  Cohn,  One  North 
La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60602.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Pickles,  pickled  tomatoes, 
sauerkraut  and  relishes,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles),  from  the  plant  site  of  Clausen 
Pickle  Co.  (a  subsidiary  of  Oscar  Mayer 
&  Co.,  Inc.)  at  or  near  Woodstock,  HI.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  District 
of  Columbia,  Indiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts.  Michigan,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylva¬ 
nia,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Virginia  and 
West  Virginia,  restricted  to  traffic  orig¬ 
inated  at  the  above-named  origin  and 
destined  to  the  above-named  destina¬ 
tions. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
HI. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  375),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  UB.  Highway  6,  Valparaiso,  In¬ 
diana  46383.  Applicant’s  representative: 
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H.  E.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  building 
materials  from  the  facilities  of  Pry  Di¬ 
vision  of  Owens  Coming  Fiberglass  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  North  Kansas  City,  Mis¬ 
souri,  to  points  in  Minnesota,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Iowa,  and 
Nebraska. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  It  be  held  at  Chicago.  Illinois. 

No.  MC  123615  (Sub-No.  7) ,  filed  May 
9, 1977.  Applicant:  TRANSPET,  INC.,  700 
South  Fourth  Street,  Harrison,  N.J. 
07029.  Applicant’s  representative:  A. 
David  Millner,  P.O.  Box  1409,  167  Pair- 
field  Road,  Fairfield,  N.J.  07006.  Authori¬ 
ty  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  ground  clay,  ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk,  from  Wrens.  GA,  to  points 
in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia.  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Harts  Mountain  Corporation  or  its  sub¬ 
sidiaries,  of  Harrison,  NJ. 

Note. — If  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  either 
Newark,  NJ.  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  123640  (Sub-No.  25),  filed: 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  SUMMIT  CITY 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  3200  Maumee 
Avenue,  Port  Wayne,  Indiana  46803.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Irving  Klein. 
Southgate  Tower,  371  Seventh  Ave.,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10001.  Authority  Sought:  Au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Footwear,  footwear  acces¬ 
sories,  footwear  display  cases,  and  dis¬ 
play  materials,  and  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  distribution  of  footwear, 
between  Huntington,  Ind.  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Ohio,  Michigan  and  Kentucky, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  Meldisco,  a  Division  of  Melville 
Corporation. 

Note. — It  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  can  request  that  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  123872  (Sub-No.  73),  filed: 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  W  ft  L  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2607,  Hickory. 
N.C.  28601.  Applicants  representative: 
Allen  E.  Bowman,  P.O.  Box  2607,  Hick¬ 
ory,  N.C.  28601.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Candy  and  Confectionery,  and  ad¬ 
vertising  and  promotional  materials 
when  moving  in  the  same  vehicle  and  at 
the  same  time  with  the  afore-mentioned 
commodities  (Except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  from  Centralia,  Illinois  to  points 
in  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  points  in  Georgia 
on  and  North  of  U.S.  Highway  80,  and 
points  In  Tennessee  on  and  east  of  UJ3. 
Highway  27. 


Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.  or  Charlotte,  N.C. 

No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  727),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  Schwerman 
Trucking  Co.,  a  corporation,  611  South 
28  Street,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53215.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  James  R.  Ziper- 
skl,  P.O.  Box  1601,  Milwaukee.  Wis.  53201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  day 
and  clay  slurry,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Jefferson  County  and 
Twiggs  County,  Georgia,  and  Aiken 
County,  South  Carolina,  to  points  In  Con¬ 
necticut,  New  York ,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania,  Vermont,  Virginia  and 
West  Virginia;  (2)  day  slurry,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Dry  Branch  and 
Hepzibah,  Georgia  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Georgia.  Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

MC  124170  (Sub-No.  67) .  filed  May  1L 
1977.  Applicant:  Prostways,  Inc,  3000 
Chrysler  Service  Drive,  Detroit,  Mich. 
48207.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  J.  Boyd,  600  Enterprise  Drive,  Suite 
222,  Oak  Brook,  HL  60521.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle.,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foods,  food  products,  food 
ingredients,  and  products  requiring  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration  (except  in  bulk), 
(1)  from  the  warehouses  of  Beatrice 
Foods  Co,  located  At  Scranton,  Pa.,  and 
at  or  near  Allentown,  Pa,  to  points  In  Il¬ 
linois,  Indiana,  and  Michigan,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  warehouses  of  Beatrice  Foods 
Co.  at  Scranton.  Pa,  and  at  or  near  Al¬ 
lentown,  Pa.,  and  destined  to  the  named 
destination  states;  and  (2)  from  points 
In  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Michigan  to  the 
warehouses  of  Beatrice  Poods  Co,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Scranton,  Pa.,  and  at  or  near 
Allentown,  Pa,  restricted  to  the  move¬ 
ment  of  traffic  originating  in  the  named 
origin  states  and  destined  to  the  ware¬ 
houses  of  Beatrice  Poods  Co.  at  Scranton, 
Pa,  and  at  or  near  Allentown,  Pa. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington. 
D.C,  or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  124212  (Sub-No.  96),  filed  May 
9,  1977.  Applicant:  MITCHELL  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC,  6500  Pearl  Road.  P.O.  Box 
30248,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44130.  Applicant’s 
representative:  J.  A.  Kundtz,  1100  Na¬ 
tional  City  Bank  Building,  Cleveland, 
Ohio  44114.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ce¬ 
ment.  in  bulk,  between  points  in  Ohio,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the  plant 
sites  of  Bessemer  Cement  Company  or 
Louisville  Cement  Company,  and  re¬ 
stricted  to  shipments  having  an  immedi¬ 
ately  prior  movement  by  rail. 

Note. — Common  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held 
In  Washinton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  172),  filed 
May  10, 1977.  Applicant :  Umthun  Truck¬ 
ing  Co,  910  South  Jackson  Street,  Eagle 


Grove,  Iowa  50533.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  William  L  Fairbank,  1980  Finan¬ 
cial  Center,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Wrought  steel  pipe 
and  tubing  from  the  plantsite  of  Tubular 
Steel,  Incorporated  located  at  Staunton, 
Ill,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.  Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  118468  (Sub-No.  16)  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
Involved. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  173,  filed  May 
9,  1977.  Applicant:  Umthun  Trucking 
Co,  a  corporation,  910  South  Jackson 
Street,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa  50533.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  L.  Pair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
fertilizer  in  bulk,  from  Mason  City,  Iowa 
to  points  In  Minnesota. 

Not*. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  In  No.  MC  118468  (Sub-No.  16)  and 
other  subs  thereunder,  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  bearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held 
at  St.  Paul,  Minn,  or  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  125433  (Sub-No.  101),  filed 
May  5,  1977.  Applicant:  P-B  TRUCK 
LINE  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  1945 
South  Redwood  Road,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84104.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Michael  J.  Norton,  Suite  404,  Boston 
Building,  P.O.  Box  2135,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84110.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes  transporting  :  Com¬ 
bines,  parts,  attachments  and  acces¬ 
sories,  from  Independence,  Mo.,  to  points 
in  Montana,  Idaho,  Oregon,  Washington, 
California,  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  Utah, 
Nevada,  Colorado  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Salt  LaJfce  City,  Utah,  or 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  126973  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  CLEMENT 
B  RESIN  A.  Route  L  Chippewa  Palls,  Wis¬ 
consin  54729.  Applicant’s  representative: 
P.  H.  Kroger,  1745  Unive-sity  Avenue, 
St.  Paul,  Minnesota  55101.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  corumon  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting  animal  and  poultry  feed, 
in  bag  and  bulk;  transported  upon  the 
same  hopper  and  belt  trailers,  that  have 
convertible  bulkhead,  doors  and  chutes, 
also  equipped  with  auxiliary  auger 
equipment.  From:  Minneapolis  and  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  and  the  commercial  zone 
thereof,  to  Jackson,  Monroe,  Vernon, 
Crawford,  Buffalo,  Trempealeau,  and  La 
Crosse  Counties,  Wis. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Paul 
or  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  127047  (Sub-No.  27),  filed 
May  3,  1977.  Applicant;  ED  RACETTE  ft 
SON,  INC.,  6021  North  Broadway,  Wichi¬ 
ta,  Kansas  67219.  Applicant's  represent- 
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ative:  John  EL  Jandera,  641  Harrison 
Street,  Topeka,  Kansas  <6603.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Component  parts  for  mo- 
bU  homes  and  recreational  vehicles,  (ex¬ 
cept  In  bulk) ,  From  the  plant  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Chandler  Supply 
Company  at  Wichita,  Kansas  to  points 
in  Colorado,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Texas, 
Minnesota,  Iowa,  Arkansas,  Illinois, 
Wisconsin,  Michigan,  Indiana,  Georgia, 
Mississippi,  Alabama.  Tennessee  and 
Louisiana.  Restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  point  of  origin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  In  Kansas  City, 
Missouri. 

No.  MC  127274  (Sub-No.  46).  filed 
May  17,  1677.  Applicant:  SHERWOOD 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  1517  Hoyt  Avenue, 
Muncie,  Ind.  47302.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite  2465, 
One  Indiana  Square,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Bread 
making  compounds  and  bakery  supplies, 
from  Kansas.  City,  Co.,  to  the  plant  site 
of  Lewis  Brothers  Bakery,  located  at 
Evansville,  Ind. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at, Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

No.  MC  127811  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
May  9.  1977.  Applicant:  BRYNWOOD 
TRANSFER,  INC..  175  8th  Ave.  SW, 
New  Brighton,  Minnesota  55112.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  P.  Sack, 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul.  MN  55118. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk)  from  Eau  Claire.  Wisconsin  to 
points  in  Minnesota  and  Iowa,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  plantslte  or 
storage  facilities  of  Phoenix  Steel  Co. 
located  at  or  near  Eau  Claire.  Wiscon¬ 
sin  and  destined  to  the  named  destina¬ 
tion  states. 

Non. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  request  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minnesota. 

MC  128031  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  May  9. 
1977.  Applicant:  George  McFarland, 

d.b.a„  mcfarland  trucking,  p.o. 

Box  643,  Austin,  Minnesota  55912.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Andrew  R. 
Clark,  1000  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota  55402.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plastic  pipe,  fit¬ 
tings  and  accessories,  from  Austin,  Min¬ 
nesota  to  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Montana,  Iowa,  Wyoming,  Wisconsin.  Il¬ 
linois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Ohio 
and  Nebraska. 

NOte. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  neceeaary, 
applicant  request*  It  be  held  at  MlnneapoUa- 
St.  Paul.  Minnesota. 

MC  128527  (Sub-No.  83),  filed  May  5, 
1977.  Applicant:  MAT  TRUCKINO 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  398, 
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Payette,  Idaho  83661.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  G.  Rawle,  4635  SW, 
Take  View  Blvd.,  Lake  Oswego,  Oreg. 
97034.  Authority  sought  to  operate  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Plastic  pipe 
or  tubing  and  fittings ;  From  the  plant- 
site  of  Johns-Manville  at  or  near  Uma¬ 
tilla,  Oreg.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada.  New 
Mexico,  Utah  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  beid  at  Portland. 
Oreg,  or  Boise.  Idaho. 

MC  129063  (Sub-No.  12).  filed  May  9, 
1977.  Applicant:  JIMMY  T.  WOOD, 
Post  Office  Box  248,  Ripley,  Tennessee 
38063.  Applicant’s  representative:  Tho¬ 
mas  A.  Stroud,  2008  Clark  Tower,  5100 
Poplar  Avenue,  Memphis,  Tennessee 
38137.  Authority  is  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1> 
Scrap  metal,  in  dump  vehicles,  between 
points  in  Shelby  County,  Tennessee,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Arkansas,  Missouri,  Kentucky,  Illinois, 
Alabama,  and  Mississippi:  42)  Scrap 
metal,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  Jackson. 
Tennessee,  to  Yellow  Creek  Port,  Missis¬ 
sippi;  Newport,  Arkansas;  and  Cam¬ 
den,  Tennessee ;  and  (3)  Mill  scale,  in 
dump  vehicles,  between  points  in  Shelby 
County,  Tennessee,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Birmingham,  Ala¬ 
bama,  and  points  in  its  commercial  zone. 

Note. — If  »  hearing  is  deemed  necesesry. 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  In  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tennessee. 

No.  MC  129537  (Sub-No.  21) .  filed  May 
10,  1977.  Applicant:  REEVES  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  a  Corporation,  Rt.  5 
— Dew’s  Pond  Road,  Calhoun,  Georgia 
30701.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
C.  Vogt,  Jr.,  406  N.  Morgan  Street, 
Tampa,  Florida  33602.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Carpetings,  floor  cov¬ 
erings,  carpet  padding,  and  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture  and  installation  of  said  com¬ 
modities  (a)  from  the  plant  sites  of 
Magee  Carpet  Co.,  Perry,  Georgia,  and 
Bloocnsburg,  Pennsylvania,  to  points  in 
the  States  of  Florida,  Texas  and  Arkan¬ 
sas,  and  (b)  between  the  plant  sites  of 
Magee  Carpet  Co.,  at  Perry,  Georgia,  and 
Bloomsburg,  Pennsylvania;  (2)  Carpet 
padding  and  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
installation  of  said  commodity  (a)  from 
the  plant  site  of  Calhoun  Padding  Co., 
Inc.,  located  at  Calhoun,  Georgia,  to 
points  In  the  States  of  Florida,  Texas 
and  Arkansas,  and  (b)  from  Russellville 
and  Louisville,  Kentucky,  Greensboro 
and  Cornelius,  North  Carolina,  and  Nor¬ 
folk.  Virginia  to  points  In  the  States  of 
Georgia,  Florida,  Texas  and  Arkansas; 
(3)  Carpet  tacking  strips,  from  New 
York,  N.Y„  and  Philadelphia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  to  points  In  the  State  of  Georgia; 
and  (4)  Materials,  supplies  and  items 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  installation 
of  carpetings,  floor  coverings,  carpet 
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paddings  and  related  items,  from  points 
in  the  State  of  Texas  to  all  points  In  the 
State  of  Georgia. 

Nora — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Georgia. 

No.  MC  133566  (Sub. -No.  88),  filed 
May  9.  1977.  Applicant:  GANGLOFF  it 
DOWNHA1I  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
INC,  P.O.  Box  479,  Logans  port,  Indi¬ 
ana,  46947.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  W.  Beinhauer,  Suite  1573,  One 
World  Trade  Center.  New  York,  New 
York  10048.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles) ,  from 
the  plantslte  and  storage  facilities 
owned  and/or  utilized  by  J.  H.  Filbert, 
Inc.  in  Baltimore  City,  Anne  Arundel 
Baltimore,  Howard,  and. Prince  Georges 
Counties,  Maryland,  to  points  In  Connec¬ 
ticut,  Delaware.  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky.  Maine.  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan.  Minnesota,  Missouri,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey.  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
Virgin la^  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 
Restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
above  named  plantsltes  and  destined  to 
points  in  the  named  destination  states. 

Nose. — If  *  hearing  la  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  or  New  York.  New  York. 

No.  MC  133500  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  May 
9,  1977.  Applicant:  Western  Carriers, 
Inc„  288  Franklin  Street,  Worcester, 
Mass.  01604.  Applicant’s  representative: 
David  M.  Marshall.  136  State  Street- 
Suite  200,  Springfield,  Mass.  01103. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Sporting 
goods,  and  leisure  and  recreational  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  materials  and  supplies,  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  such 
commodities  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles) ,  between  Willis  ton,  Vt.;  Boston, 
Mass.;  New  York,  N.Y.;  Houston,  Tex.; 
Clearfield.  Utah;  Sparks,  Nev.;  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  and  ports  of  entry  on 
the  International  Boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada,  located 
In  Vermont,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  an 
the  other,  points  In  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii)  ‘under  con¬ 
tract  with  Rossignol  Ski  Co.,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  request*  that  it  be  held  at  Mont¬ 
pelier,  Vt.;  Boston,  Mass.,  or  Washington. 
D.C. 

No.  MC  133777  (Sub.-No.  9),  filed  May 
12,  1977.  Applicant :  TEXAS  METAL 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  a  Texas  corporation, 
1000  North  Beltline  Road,  Suite  106A, 
Irving,  Texas,  75061.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clayte  Binion,  1108  Continen¬ 
tal  Life  Building,  Fort  Worth.  Texas. 
76102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  in  the  transportation  of 
scrap,  non-ferrous  metals,  between 
points  in  Texas,  Arkansas,  Oklahoma, 
Kansas,  Illinois,  Missouri,  Tennessee, 
Louisiana,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Missis  - 
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sippi,  Alabama,  Ohio,  Nebraska,  New 
Mexico,  Iowa,  Colorado,  and  Florida. 

Note. — It  an  oral  bearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  It  be  beid  In  Dallas, 
Texas,  or  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  133841  (Sub.-No.  3),  filed  May 
10,  1977.  Applicant:  DAN  BARCLAY, 
INC.,  362  Main  St.,  Lincoln  Park,  N.J. 
07035.  Applicant’s  representative:  George 
A.  Olsen,  69  Tonele  Avenue,  Jer¬ 
sey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Nuclear  Devices,  Machin¬ 
ery,  Engines,  Environmental  and  Solar 
Equipment  and  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  or 
sale  of  the  foregoing  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Curtiss  Wright  Corp.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Woodbridge,  N.J.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  beld  at  either 
New  York,  N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  134286  (Sub-No.  25),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  TT.UNI  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1564,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51102.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  J.  Kimball,  Suite  350,  Capitol 
Life  Center,  1600  Sherman  Street,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colorado  80203.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  shortening,  vegetable  oil  shortening, 
lard,  edible  tallow,  cooking  oils  and  mar¬ 
garine  from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Swift  Edible  Oil  Company 
located  at  or  near  Bradley,  Illinois  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origin  and  destined  to 
the  above-described  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  either  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  or  Springfield,  Illinois.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  Involved. 

MC  134477  Sub  169,  filed  May  5,  1977. 
Applicant:  SCHANNO  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  INC.,  5  West  Mendota  Road,  West 
St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010, 
West  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transport:  1.  (A)  Cleaning,  washing, 
buffing  or  polishing  compounds,  textile 
softener,  deodorants  or  disinfectants, 
lubricating  greases  or  oils,  varnishes,  and 
rust  preventatives  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  Avenel,  N.J.,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylva¬ 
nia,  Texas,  West  Virginia  and  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  and  (B)  materials,  supplies 
and  equipment  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  (A)  above  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk),  from  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  New 
Hampshire,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylva¬ 


nia,  Texas  and  West  Virginia  to  Avenel, 
N.J.,  restricted  in  (A)  and  (B)  above  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments  origi¬ 
nating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Economics  Laboratory,  me.  at  or  near 
Avenel,  N.J.;  and  2.  Cleaning,  washing, 
buffing  or  polishing  compounds,  textile 
softeners,  deodorants  or  disinfectants, 
lubricating  greases  or  oils,  varnishes,  and 
rust  preventatives  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  Joliet,  Ill.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Colorado,  Georgia,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Kentucky,  Missouri,  Michigan,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  Jersey,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Dakota,  and  Tennessee,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  facilities  of  Economics  Labora¬ 
tory,  Inc.  at  or  near  Joliet,  HI.,  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  above  named  States. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 

Minn 

MC  134477  (Sub-No.  170) ,  filed  May  5, 
1977.  Applicant:  SCHANNO  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  5  West  Mendota 
Road,  West  St.  Paul,  UN  55118.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  p. 
Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  MN 
55118.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Confec¬ 
tionary  and  confectionary  products  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantsite  of  Charms  Company,  at  or  near 
Covington,  Tennessee  to  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South 
Dakota,  Texas  and  Wisconsin.  Restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  above  named 
origin  and  destined  to  the  above  named 
destination  States. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 

Minnesota. 

MC  134477  (Sub-No.  172) ,  filed  May  10, 
1977.  Applicant:  SCHANNO  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  5  West  Mendota 
Road,  West  St.  Paul,  Minnesota  55118. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  P. 
Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  Min¬ 
nesota  55118.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  farm¬ 
ers  cooperative  associations  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  foodstuffs), 
from  points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  Missouri,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia  to 
points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wis¬ 
consin,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  destined  to  the  facilities  of 
Farmers  Union  Central  Exchange,  me. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minnesota. 

No.  MC  134755  (Sub-No.  105),  filed 
May  4,  1977.  Applicant:  CHARTER  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3772,  Springfield, 
MO  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 


Larry  D.  Knox,  900  Hubbell  Building, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except  in 
bulk),  pet  foods  (except  in  bulk),  and 
supplies  and  materials  (except  in  bulk) , 
from  Souderton,  Pennsylvania,  to  points 
in  Kansas  and  Missouri. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  No.  MC  138398  (Sub-No. 
2)  and  other  subs  thereunder,  therefore  dual 
operations  may  be  involved.  Common  con¬ 
trol  may  also  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  either  Kansas  City,  Mo.  or  Roch¬ 
ester,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  135078  (Sub-No.  17) ,  filed  May 
11,  1977.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  7850  F  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebraska  68127.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman, 
P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebraska  68509. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  aluminum 
coils,  aluminum  sheets  and  aluminum 
blanks,  from  Manheim  Township,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Kansas, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Texas,  Utah,  Wisconsin  and  Wy¬ 
oming,  restricted  to  traffic  moving  in 
mechanically  temperature-controlled 
equipment. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  In  Number  MC-135007  and 
Sub-numbers  thereunder,  therefore,  dual 
operations  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  that  It 
be  held  at  either  Washington,  D.C.  or 
Omaha,  Nebraska. 

No.  MC  135410  (Sub-No.  12) ,  filed  May 
10,  1977.  Applicant:  COURTNEY  J. 
MUNSON,  d/b/a  Munson  Trucking,  700 
South  Main  Street,  Monmouth,  Illinois 
61462.  Applicant’s  representative:  Jack 
H.  Blanshan,  Suite  200,  205  West  Touhy 
Avenue,  Park  Ridge,  Illinois  60068.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Salt,  (except  in 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  Hardy  Salt 
Company,  located  at  or  near  Manistee, 
Michigan,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Missouri  and  Wisconsin,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origin  and  destined  to 
the  named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois. 

No.  MC  135684  (Sub-No.  40),  filed 
May  10.  1977.  Applicant:  BASS  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  391. 
Old  Croton  Road,  Flemington,  N.J.  08822. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubin,  Federal  Bar  Building  West,  1819 
H  Street,  NW„  Suite  1030,  Washington, 
DC  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail  and 
chain  grocery,  hardware  and  drug  stores, 
in  containers  (except  fresh  meats  and 
furniture) ,  from  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  faculties  of  Boyle  Midway,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  American  Home  Products  Cor¬ 
poration  at  or  near  Chicago,  Hlinois  to 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  47,  NO.  116— THURSDAY,  JUNE  16,  19 77 


NOTICES 


30723 


points  in  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Okla¬ 
homa  and  Texas  (except  Arlington. 
TX). 

Non. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
authority  In  No.  MC  87730  and  sub  numbers 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  Involved.  If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York,  NY  or  Washington.  DC. 

No.  MC  135684  (Sub  No.  41),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  BASS  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.  INC,  P.O.  Box  391, 
Old  Croton  Road.  Flemington.  NJ. 
08822.  Applicant’s  representative:  Her¬ 
bert  Alan  Dubin,  Federal  Bar  Building 
West,  1819  H  Street,  NW,  Suite  1030, 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  retail  and  chain  grocery, 
hardware  and  drug  stores,  in  containers 
(except  fresh  meats  and  furniture) .  from 
Chamblee  Georgia,  to  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma  and  Texas. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
authority  in  No.  MC  87730  and  sub  numbers 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York,  N.Y.,  or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  135797  (Sub-No.  73) ,  filed  May 
3,  1977.  Applicant:  J.  B.  HUNT  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC,  P.O.  Box  200.  Lowell,  Ar¬ 
kansas  72745.  Applicant’s  representative: 
L.  C.  Cypert,  324  North  Second  Street, 
Rogers,  Arkansas  72756.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Plastic  pipe,  plastic  or 
rubber  articles,  fittings,  compounds,  ce¬ 
ment  and  accessories  used  in  the  instal¬ 
lation  of  such  products,  (a)  Prom  Mason 
City,  Iowa,  To  points  in  the  United 
States,  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ,  and; 
(b)  From  Siloam  Springs,  Arkansas,  To 
points  in  Arkansas,  Arizona,  California, 
Delaware,  Idaho,  Maine.  Massachusetts, 
Montana,  Nevada,  New  Hampshire.  New 
York,  Oregon,  Rhode  Island.  Utah,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Washington  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  (2)  Plastic  or  rubber  articles, 
compounds,  cement  and  accessories  used 
in  the  installation  of  plastic  pipe,  plas¬ 
tic  or  rubber  articles,  fittings,  compounds 
and  cement.  From  Siloam  Springs, 
Arkansas,  To  points  in  Alabama,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Connecticut,  Florida.  Georgia.  Il¬ 
linois,  Indiana,  Iowa.  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
New  Jersey,  New  Mexico,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin  and  Wyoming;  and 
(3)  Machinery,  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution,  or  application  of  the  com¬ 
modities  named  in  (1)  above.  Between 
Mason  City,  Iowa,  and  Siloam  Springs, 
Arkansas,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  In  the  United  States,  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  H  be  held  at  Tulsa, 
Oklahoma,  or  Ltttla  Rock,  Arkansas.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  involved. 


NO.  MC  136408  (Sub  No.  38> .  filed  May 
3,  1977.  Applicant:  CARGO  CONTRACT 
CARRIER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  206.  UJS. 
Highway  20,  Sioux  City,  Iowa  51102.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative.  William  J.  Han¬ 
lon,  55  Madison  Ave.,  Morristown.  NJ. 
07960.  Authority  sought  to  operate  aa  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cleaning, 
washing,  and  polishing  soaps  and  com¬ 
pounds,  paints,  varnishes,  rust  preventa- 
tives,  oils  and  greases,  (except  in  bulk  in 
tank  vehicles)  from  Joliet,  Ill.,  to  points 
In  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Minne¬ 
sota,  North  Carolina,  Oklahoma,  South 
Carolina,  Texas  and  Wisconsin  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Economics  Laboratory,  Inc. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MC  140839  and  subs  thereunder; 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  to  be  held  In  Washington. 
D.C. 

No.  MC136605  (Sub-No.  27) .  filed  May 
11.  1977.  Applicant:  DAVIS  BROS. 
DIST.,  INC,  P.O  Box  8058.  Missoula.  Mt. 
59807.  Applicant’s  representative:  W.  K. 
Sells kt  P.O.  Box  8058,  Missoula,  Mt. 
59807.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  soQ  condi¬ 
tioner-trace  mineral  fertilizer  ( except  in 
bulk  in  tank  vehicles )  from  the  facilities 
of  US.  Soil  at  or  near  WeDsrUle,  Col¬ 
orado  to  points  in  North  Dakota,  Mon- 
tant,  Washington  and  Oregon. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
either  Bluing*  or  Missoula,  Mont.  Applicant 
holda  contract  carrier  authority  tn  No.  MO 
137349  (8ub-N<x  3);  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved. 

No.  MC  136786  (Sub-No.  115),  filed 
May  10.  1977.  Applicant:  ROBCO 

TRANSPORTATION.  INC,  309  5th  Ave¬ 
nue  Northwest,  New  Brighton,  Minnesota 
55112  Applicant's  representative:  Stanley 
C  Olsen,  Jr,  7525  Mitchell  Road.  Eden 
Prairie,  Minnesota  55343.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat 
bp-products  and  articles  distributed  bp 
meat  packinghouses  as  described  In  Sec¬ 
tion  A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  tn  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  MCC  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  Grand 
Island.  Nebraska,  to  points  in  Delaware, 
Maryland.  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee  on  and  east  of  1-75,  Vir¬ 
ginia  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  s  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minne¬ 
apolis.  Minnesota, 

No.  MC  136817  (Sub-No.  1>.  filed 
May  5,  1977.  Applicant:  HUNTER 

BROKERAGE.  INC.,  3910  Richland 
Drive,  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa  51501.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Bradford  B.  Ktet- 
ler.  P.O.  Box  82028.  IJncoln,  Nebraska 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
(1)  from  points  In  Iowa,  to  Logan,  Utah 
and  Los  Angeles,  California  and  points  la 


Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Nebraska,  Illinois. 
Ohio,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Georgia, 
North  Carolina,  Virginia,  Indiana, 
Arkansas  and  Pennsylvania ;  (2)  from 
points  in  Wisconsin.  Illinois  and  Mis¬ 
souri,  to  Belle  Piaine  and  Oxford  Junc¬ 
tion,  Iowa;  and  (3)  from  Grand  Rapids, 
Michigan  and  Stoughton,  Wisconsin  to 
Loveland,  Colorado,  restricted  to  a  trans¬ 
portation  service  to  be  performed  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
McGuffin  Lumber.  Inc. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  healing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Illinois  or 
Omaha,  Nebraska. 

No.  MC  136987  (Sub-No.  17),  filed  May 
11.  1977.  Applicant:  REMINGTON 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O:  Box  315, 
U-8.  24  West  Remington,  Ind.  47977.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  H. 
Towle,  180  North  LaSalle  Street,  Suite 
3520,  Chicago,  Ill.  60601.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantslte  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  George  A.  Hormel 
&  Co„  at  or  near  Beloit,  Wise.,  to  points 
in  Indiana,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Maryland,  Delaware 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  shipments  orig¬ 
inating  at  the  named  origin  and  destined 
to  the  named  points,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  George  A.  Hormel  &  Co. 

Not*. — If  *  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  in  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  138003  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
May  10.  1977.  Applicant:  ROBERT  F. 
KAZIMOUR,  P.O.  Box  2207,  Cedar  Rap¬ 
ids,  Iowa  52406.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  A.  J.  Swanson,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lin¬ 
coln.  NE.  68501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Appliances,  furnaces  and  air  con¬ 
ditioners  (except  commodities  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment),  from  Louis¬ 
ville,  KY.  to  points  in  Iowa,  Nebraska. 
Colorado,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  New  Mex¬ 
ico  and  Wyoming,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  General 
Electric  Company. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  common 
carrier  authority  In  No.  MC  140613  and  sub 
numbers  thereunder,  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  to  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
either  Louisville,  KT,  or  Lincoln,  NE. 

No.  MC  138003  (Sub-No.  13).  filed 
May  10.  1977.  Applicant:  ROBERT  F. 
KAZIMOUR,  P.O.  Box  2207,  Cedar  Rap¬ 
ids,  Iowa  52406.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  A.  J.  Swanson,  P.O.  Box  81&49s  Lin¬ 
coln,  NE.  68501.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Appliances,  furnaces,  and  air  condition¬ 
ers,  parts,  materials,  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  thereof. 
(1)  between  the  facilities  of  the  Tappea 
Oos  at  or  near  Mansfield.  OH.,  Nashville, 
and  Springfield,  TN.,  Murray,  KY„  Dal¬ 
ton.  GA.,  and  Anaheim.  CA-,  and  (2) 
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from  the  facilities  of  the  Tappan  Co. 
at  or  near  Mansfield,  OH.,  Nashville,  and 
Springfield,  TN.,  Murray,  KY.,  Dalton, 
GA.  and  Anaheim,  CA.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  west  of  Minnesota, 
Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Missouri,  Arkansas, 
and  Louisiana,  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  with 
the  Tappan  Co. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  common 
carrier  authority  In  No.  MC  140612  and  sub 
numbers  thereunder,  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
either  Mansfield,  OH.,  or  Lincoln,  NE. 

MC  138359  (Sub  7) ,  filed  May  9,  1977, 
Applicant:  LENNEMAN  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  10  North  Michigan  St.,  Hutchin¬ 
son,  Minnesota  55350.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box 
6010,  West  St.  Paul,  Minnesota  55118. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bev¬ 
erages,  from  Memphis,  Tennessee  to 
Hutchinson,  Minnesota,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  Lenne- 
man  Beverage  Distributors,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  138991  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
February  24,  1977.  Applicant:  K.  J. 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
9764,  Rochester,  N.Y.  14623.  Applicant’s 
representative:  S.  Michael  Richards,  44 
North  Avenue,  Webster,  N.Y.  14580.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Dry  beverage 
preparations  when  moving  in  mixed 
loads  with  commodities  presently  au¬ 
thorized,  from  Hightstown,  N.J.  to  points 
in  New  York  (except  New  York  City  and 
those  points  in  Delaware,  Greene,  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Sullivan,  Ulster,  Dutchess,  Or¬ 
ange,  Putnam,  Rockland,  Westchester, 
Nassau,  and  Suffolk  Counties,  N.Y.) ;  (2) 
empty  containers,  from  Hightstown,  N.J. 
to  Geneva,  Ohio;  (3)  non-carbonated 
beverages  ( except  alcoholic  beverages ), 
from  Geneva,  Ohio  to  all  points  in  New 
York  on  and  west  of  Interstate  81  and 
all  points  on  and  west  of  Route  15 
in  Pennsylvania;  and  from  Hightstown 
and  Vincentown,  N.J.  to  points  in  New 
York  (except  New  York  City  and  those 
points  in  Delaware,  Greene,  Columbia, 
Sullivan,  Ulster,  Dutchess,  Orange,  Put¬ 
nam,  Rockland,  Westchester,  Nassau  and 
Suffolk  Counties,  N.Y.)  and  Georgia, 
North  Carolina,  So.  Carolina  and  Ten¬ 
nessee;  (4)  dry  beverage  preparations, 
from  Northfleld,  Illinois  to  Hightstown, 
N.J.;  and  (5)  (a)  juices,  not  canned  and 
not  frozen,  and  (b)  non-carbonated 
canned  juices  and  dry  beverage  prepara¬ 
tions,  in  mixed  loads  with  juices,  not 
canned  and  not  frozen,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Hightstown  and  Vincentown,  N.J. 
to  points  in  Georgia,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina  and  Tennessee;  and 
Vincentown,  NJT.  to  points  in  New  York 
(except  New  York  City  and  those  points 
in  Delaware,  Greene,  Columbia,  Sullivan, 
Ulster,  Dutchess,  Orange,  Putnam, 


Rockland,  Westchester,  Nassau  and 
Suffolk  Counties,  N.Y.),  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Coca-Cola  Company  Foods  Division  of 
Highs  town,  N.J. 

Note. — TTie  authority  presently  authorized 
to  applicant  herein  as  refered  to  In  Part  (1) 
above  Involves  “Juices,  not  canned  and  not 
frozen,  and  non-carbonated  canned  Juices  In 
mixed  loads  with  Juices,  not  canned  and 
not  frozen.  In  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration’’.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  that  It 
be  held  at  New  York  city  or  Trenton,  N.J. 
Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

No.  MC  139156  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
April  29,  1977.  Applicant:  FAITH 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  14326  So.  Wood 
St.,  Dixmoor,  HI.  60426.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Lee  J.  Schwartz,  33  No.  La¬ 
Salle  St.,  Suite  2027,  Chicago,  HI.  60602, 
The  applicant  has  filed  for  authority  to 
engage  in  operation  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  under  irregular  routes 
in  the  transportation  of  Muriatic  acid, 
in  rubber  lined  tank  vehicles,  from 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  to  Albion,  Mich.; 
Bums  Harbor,  Ind.;  the  Chicago,  HI. 
Commercial  Zone;  Dwight,  HI.;  Juneau, 
Wise.;  Joliet,  HI.,  and  Niles,  Mich.,  and 
(2)  from  Weeks  Island,  La.,  to  the  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.  Commercial  Zone  and  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  139336  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
May  5,  1977.  Applicant:  Transtates,  Inc., 
3216  East  Westminster,  Santa  Ana,  Cal¬ 
ifornia  92703.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  David  P.  Christianson,  825  City 
National  Bank  Building,  606  South 
Olive  Street,  Los  Angeles,  California 
90014.  Applicant  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes  in  the  trans¬ 
portation  of:  Retreaded  and  new  air¬ 
craft  tires  and  worn  aircraft  tires,  be¬ 
tween  South  San  Francisco.  California, 
and  Salina,  Kansas,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Chicago,  Bensenville 
and  Galva,  Illinois;  Minneapolis  and 
Bloomington,  Minnesota;  Dallas  and 
Houston,  Texas;  Seattle  and  Blaine, 
Washington;  Kansas  City,  Kans.;  and 
Kansas  City,  Mo.;  Denver,  Colorado;  and 
Tulsa,  Oklahoma,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Thompson 
Aircraft  Tire  Corporation  located  at 
South  San  Francisco,  California. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Los  Angeles, 
California. 

No.  MC  139824  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
May  4,  1977.  Applicant:  BITTERSWEET 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  R.R.  1,  Manhat¬ 
tan,  Kansas  66502.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  N.  Chrlstey,  515  Capitol 
Federal  Bldg.,  Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Complete  buildings 
(except  prefabricated  buildings  when 
transported  on  wheeled  undercarriages 
equipped  with  hltchbafi  connectors) ,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Marshall  County,  Kans., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  points 
in  Nebraska. 


Note. — It  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  139973  (Sub  No.  25) ,  filed  April 
25,  1977.  Applicant:  J.  H.  WARE 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  398,  Fulton, 
Missouri  65251.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Larry  D.  Knox,  900  Hubbell  Build¬ 
ing,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  meats,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packing  houses  as  described 
in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Swift 
Fresh  Meats  Company  located  at  or  near 
Clovis,  New  Mexico,  to  points  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  In  MC  138376  and  sub  num¬ 
bers  thereunder,  therefore,  dual  operations 
may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
either  Kansas  City,  Missouri  or  Chicago, 
Hllnols. 

No.  MC  140024  (Sub-No.  68) ,  filed  May 
10.  1977.  Applicant:  J.  B.  MONTGOM¬ 
ERY,  INC.,  5565  East  52nd  Avenue, 
Commerce  City,  Colorado  80022.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  F.  DeCock, 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cheese  and  cheese  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  in  bulk),  from  Cuba,  New 
York,  to  Champaign,  Illinois  and  Supe¬ 
rior,  Nebraska,  restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  plant  site  and  storage 
facilities  of  Leprino  Cheese  Co.,  Inc.  at 
Cuba,  New  York  and  destined  to  named 
destinations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  lt.be  held  at  Denver,  Colorado. 

No.  MC  140024  (Sub-No.  69),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  J.  B.  MONT¬ 
GOMERY,  INC.,  5565  East  52nd  Avenue, 
Commerce  City,  Colorado  80022.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  F.  DeCock 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  meats,  meat  products,  meat 
by-products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles)  .  From  points  in  Colorado,  to  points 
in  California,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah,  and 
Washington,  restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  points  in  Colorado  and  destined 
to  named  destinations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  on  a  consoli¬ 
dated  record  with  similar  applications.  Hear¬ 
ing  Is  scheduled  to  commence  June  20,  1977. 

No.  MC  140384  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  May 
13,  1977.  Applicant:  BERNARD  D. 

HARRIS,  4146  State  Street  Drive,  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana  70125.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Harold  R.  Ainsworth, 
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2307  American  Bank  Building,  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana  70130.  Authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  New  furniture  from  the  Southern 
Railway  Shed  H  at  New  Orleans,  Louisi¬ 
ana  to  Baton  Rouge,  Denham  Springs, 
Gonzales,  Houma,  Luling,  Morgan  City, 
Raceland,  Thibodaux,  and  Vacherie, 
Louisiana  restricted  to  traffic  having  an 
immediate  prior  movement  by  rail. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New  Orleans, 
La. 

No.  MC  140457  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  May 

9,  1977.  Applicant:  W.H.P.T.  CO.,  INC., 
Rt.  8,  Box  644,  Roanoke,  Virginia  24014. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  S. 
Ferguson,  214  Shenandoah  Building, 
Roanoke,  Virginia  24011.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Super  Phosphate  (a  fertil¬ 
izer  ingredient)  in  bulk,  in  Dump  Truck 
Vehicles  (1)  from  Roanoke,  Virginia,  to 
Winston-Salem,  N.C.  (2)  From  Chesa¬ 
peake  and  Hopewell,  Virginia,  to  Wins¬ 
ton-Salem,  N.C.  (3)  From  Winston- 
Salem,  N.C.  to  Chesapeake,  Virginia,  & 
Hopewell,  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Roanoke, 
Virglna. 

No.  MC  140842  (Sub-No.  4)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  December  15,  1976,  published 
in  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  7, 
1977,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  B  AND  P  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  741,  Forest  City, 
N.C.  28043.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  G.  Dennis,  Suite  101,  10205  Oasis 
St.,  San  Antonio,  Tex.  78216.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Air  coolers  and  air  condi¬ 
tioners,  (except  water  evaporative 
types),  from  the  plantslte  of  Friedrich 
Air  Conditioning  and  Refrigeration 
Company  located  at  San  Antonio,  Tex., 
to  points  in  Florida,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Friedrich  Air 
Conditioning  and  Refrigeration  Com¬ 
pany  located  at  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
Is  to  Indicate  applicant’s  corrected  com¬ 
modity  description.  Applicant  holds  com¬ 
mon  carrier  authority  In  No.  MO  106074  and 
subs  thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations 
may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held 
at  either  San  Antonio,  Tex.;  Charlotte,  N.O.; 
or  Jacksonville,  Fla. 

No.  MC  141652  (Sub-No.  16),  filed  May 

10,  1977.  Applicant:  ZIP  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5717,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39208.  Applicant’s  representative:  K.  Ed¬ 
ward  Wolcott,  1600  First  Federal  Bldg., 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30303.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes 
transporting:  Wearing  apparel,  from 
Hattiesburg,  Miss,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
Big  Tank  Corp.  located  at  Hattiesburg, 
Miss,  and  destined  to  points  In  Cali¬ 
fornia. 


Note. — Applicant  states  the  purpose  of 
this  filing  Is  to  convert  existing  contract  car¬ 
rier  authority  In  MC  138807  to  common  car¬ 
rier  authority.  Applicants  hold  contract  car¬ 
rier  authority  In  MC  138807  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefore,  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  either 
Jackson,  Miss.,  or  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  141695  (Sub-No.  6) ,  filed  May 
9,  1977.  Applicant:  Oliver  Wendell  Col¬ 
lins,  d.b.a.  COLLINS  TRUCKING,  P.O. 
Box  185,  Jordan  Valley,  Oregon  97910. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Timothy  R. 
Stivers,  P.O.  Box  162,  Boise,  Idaho  83701. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  Com¬ 
mon  Carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
Commodities,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  commodities  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  special  equipment 
to  load,  unload  or  transport),  between 
Jordan  Valley  and  Sheavllle,  Oregon,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  the  faci¬ 
lities  of  the  DeLamar  Silver  Mine,  at  or 
near  DeLamar  (Owyhee  County) ,  Idaho. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
It  Is  requested  to  be  held  at  Bosle,  Idaho. 

No.  MC  141804  (Sub-No.  54) ,  filed  May 
5,  1977.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EX¬ 
PRESS.  Division  of  INTERSTATE 
RENTAL,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  422,  Goodletts- 
ville,  Tenn.  37072.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman,  P.O.  Box 
81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68509.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  oVer  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Paper  labels  ( plain  or 
printed ),  gummed  paper,  corrugated 
boxes,  and  materials,  parts  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufacture  thereof  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  han¬ 
dling  or  equipment),  from  Azusa  and 
Monrovia,  Calif,  to  points  in  Minnesota, 
Wisconsin,  Michigan.  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  Connec¬ 
ticut,  Massachusetts,  Delaware,  New 
Jersey,  Maryland,  Missouri,  Georgia, 
North  Carolina,  Florida,  Louisiana,  Kan¬ 
sas  and  Iowa,  restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  plant  sites  and  storage 
facilities  utilized  by  Avery  Label. ' 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Loe  Angeles, 
Calif,  or  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  141804  (Sub-No.  57) ,  filed  May 
11,  1977.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EX¬ 
PRESS,  Division  of  INTERSTATE 
RENTAL,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  422,  Goodletts- 
ville,  Tennessee  37072.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman,  P.O." 
81849,  Lincoln,  Nebraska  68501.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes:  Grinding  wheels,  rubbing  stones, 
abrasive  grain,  crude  abrasives,  abrasive 
paper  or  cloth,  crude  silicon  carbide,  in¬ 
sulating  materials,  tools,  high  tempera¬ 
ture  mortar,  metal  alloys  and  cleaning 
compound  other  than  liquid,  from  the 
plantslte  and  storage  facilities  of  The 
Carborundum  Company  located  at  or 
near  Niagra  Falls,  New  York  and  New 
Carlisle,  Indiana,  to  Compton,  Santa  Fe 
Springs,  and  Los  Angeles,  California; 
Phoenix,  Arizona;  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah; 


Farmington,  New  Mexico;  Denver,  Colo¬ 
rado;  Seattle  and  Vancouver,  Washing¬ 
ton,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
or  destined  to  the  above  locations  and 
further  restricted  against  commodities 
in  bulk  and  commodities  that  because  of 
their  size  and  weight  require  special 
equipment  for  loading  or  unloading. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  either  Niagara 
Falls,  New  Tork  or  Lincoln,  Nebraska. 

No.  MC  142559  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  May 
3,  1977.  Applicant:  BROOKS  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  30650  Carter  Road, 
Solon,  Ohio  44139.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Henry  U.  Snavely,  410  Pine 
Street,  Vienna,  Va.  22180.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  water  heaters  and 
water  heater  parts  and  accessories,  and 
(2)  materials  and  supplies  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk) ,  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  or  distribution  of  the  commodities 
in  (1)  above,  between  the  facilities  of  the 
Bradford-White  Corporation,  at  Middle- 
ville,  Mich.,  and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
said  facilities  of  the  Bradford-White 
Corporation. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
Applicant  holds  motor  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  In  No.  MC  139364;  therefore,  dual  op¬ 
erations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  that 
It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  142727  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  May 
2,  1977.  Applicant:  REYNALDO  TA¬ 
MAYO,  4421  N.W.  200th  Street,  Miami, 
Fla.  33133.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  P.  Bond,  2766  Douglas  Road.  Mi¬ 
ami,  Fla.  33133.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk.  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods,  livestock,  commodities 
requiring  special  handling  and  special 
equipment  and  cement,  and  commodities 
requiring  refrigeration) ,  Between  all 
points  in  Dade  County.  Fla.,  lying  east 
of  State  Road  27,  south  of  State  Road 
826,  north  of  State  Road  94,  and  west  of 
the  Atlantic  Ocean,  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  water. 

Note. —  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Miami, 
Fla. 

No.  MC  142732  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
May  3,  1977.  Applicant:  TIFFANY 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
3346  NW.  78th  Avenue,  Miami,  Fla. 
33122.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
P.  Bond,  2766  Douglas  Road,  Miami,  Fla. 
33133.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  the  transportation 
of  commodities  in  bulk.  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods,  livestock, 
commodities  requiring  special  handling 
and  special  equipment  and  cement) ,  be¬ 
tween  points  In  Dade  County,  Fla.,  east 
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of  State  Road  27,  south  of  State  Road 
826,  north  of  State  Road  94,  and  west  of 
the  Atlantic  Ocean,  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  water. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
tihe  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Miami, 
Fla. 

No.  MC  142765  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
May  11,  1977.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
2379,  Trenton,  New  Jersey  08601.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Mel  P.  Booker,  Jr., 
118  North  St.  Asaph  Street,  Alexandria, 
Virginia  22314.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  sold 
by  direct  sale,  catalog  sale  and  mall  or¬ 
der  houses,  and  material,  equipment  and 
supplies,  used  or  useful  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture,  distribution  or  sale  of  products 
dealt  in  by  direct  sale,  catalog  sale,  and 
mall  order  houses,  between  the  Facilities 
of  Amway  Corporation,  at  or  near  Day- 
ton,  New  Jersey,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  New  York,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut, 
Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  Am¬ 
way  Corporation  Regional  Distribution 
System.  Restriction:  Restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  commodities  in 
bulk. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  te  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
Trenton,  New  Jersey  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  142772  (Sub-No.  2)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  March  28,  1977  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  May  19. 
1977  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  HRDLICKA  ENTER¬ 
PRISES,  INC.,  Route  7,  Box  59,  Chippe¬ 
wa  Falls,  Wis.  54729.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roderick  A.  Cameron,  101  N. 
Broadway,  Stanley,  Wis.  54768.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Building  and 
roofing  slabs,  tile  and  panels,  and  re¬ 
lated  materials,  parts,  supplies  and  ac¬ 
cessories,  from  Cornell,  Wis.,  (a)  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  South  Dakota,  the  Upper  Penin¬ 
sula  of  Michigan;  and  (b)  to  points  in 
Wisconsin,  restricted  in  (b)  above  to 
shipments  having  a  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  in  interstate  commerce  by  rail  or 
water;  and  (2)  wood  fabricated  compo¬ 
nents  for  cabinets  and  store  fixtures, 
wood  building  materials  and  lumber,  and 
materials  used  or  useful  in  the  transpor¬ 
tation  and  Installation  of  these  commod¬ 
ities,  from  Chippewa  Falls,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa  and 
Minnesota. 

Not*. — The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon 
Is  to  oorrect  territorial  description.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  It 
be  held  at  either  Eau  Claire,  Wis.,  or  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  142856  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  May 
9.  1977.  Applicant:  THOMAS  A.  Mc- 
KISSICK,  5945  Hunt  Club  Road,  Balti¬ 


more,  Md.  21227.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366  Executive 
Bldg.,  1030  Fifteenth  St.,  N.W„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Concrete  products  and  materials,  sup¬ 
plies  and  equipment,  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  distribution  of  concrete 
products,  between  Jessup,  Md.,  and  Ma¬ 
nassas,  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Maryland,  Delaware, 
Virginia,  W.  Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  New 
Jersey,  North  Carolina  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  Concrete  Pipe  &  Products  Co., 
Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  142894  (Sub-No.  1)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  February  2,  1977,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  March 
24,  1977,  and  republished  as  corrected 
this  Issue.  Applicant:  Charles  Miner,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  MILLER  DELIVERY 
SERVICE,  134  Shlnkle  Street.  Findlay, 
Ohio  45840.  Applicant’s  representative: 
A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Automobile  and  truck  panels, 
from  Findlay,  Ohio,  to  Detroit,  Detroit 
Metropolitan  Airport,  Warren,  and  Wil¬ 
low  Run  Airport,  Mich.,  under  contract 
with  Findlay  Industries.  Inc.,  and  Supe¬ 
rior  Trim  Company,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  weighing 
2,000  pounds  or  less. 

Non. — The  purpose  of  tills  correction  Is 
to  Indicate  the  elimination  of  restriction  (1) 
and  (S),  from  the  commodity  description.  If 
a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Columbus.  Ohio. 

No.  MC  143203  (Bub-No.  1),  filed  May 
10,  1977.  Applicant:  UNITED  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
1158,  Miles  City,  Montana  59301.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Joe  Gerbase,  100 
Transwestern  Building,  Billings,  Mon¬ 
tana  59101.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Beer 
and  malt  beverages  and  empty  contain¬ 
ers,  between  Olympia,  Washington,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wisconsin,  Vancouver,  Wash¬ 
ington  and  Portland,  Oregon,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Miles  City,  Mon¬ 
tana,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Olympia  Brewing  Com¬ 
pany  and  United  Beverage  Company. 

Note.— If  a  hearings  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
BUllngs,  Mont,  or  Olympia,  Wash. 

No.  MC  143216,  filed  May  2.  1977.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  ANDREW  DENTON,  P.O.  Bo* 
6863,  Jackson,  Mississippi  39208.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Clint  Oldham, 
1108  Continental  Life  Building,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas  76102.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Chemicals,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  rubber  prod¬ 
ucts,  paint  and  plastic  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles)  from  Mem¬ 
phis,  Term.;  Gulfport,  Miss.;  Mobile, 


Ala.;  and  New  Orleans,  La.  to  Torrance, 
Calif.,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  The  C.  P.  Hall  Company. 

Note. — If  oral  hearing  is  held,  applicant 
requests  that  It  be  conducted  In  Los  Angeles 
or  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  143224  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
May  10,  1977.  Applicant:  LAPEYROUSE 
GRAIN  CORPORATION  OP  MISSIS¬ 
SIPPI,  P.O.  Box  41,  Luce  dale,  Mississippi 
39452.  Applicant’s  representative:  Fred 
W.  Johnson,  Jr„  1500  Deposit  Guaranty 
Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22628,  Jackson,  Missis¬ 
sippi  39205.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes  transporting:  fer¬ 
tilizer,  bagged  and  In  bulk;  (1)  from  the 
facilities  of  Kerr-McGee  Chemical  Cor¬ 
poration  at  Cottondale  and  Pensacola, 
Florida  to  points  in  Mississippi;  and  (2) 
from  the  facilities  of  Keer-McGee  Chem¬ 
ical  Corporation  at  Franklin  ton,  Louisi¬ 
ana  to  points  in  Mississippi,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts  with  Kerr- 
McGee  Chemical  Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  U  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Jack- 
aon,  Mississippi  and  Mobile,  Alabama. 

No.  MC  143234,  filed  May  9,  1977.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  PHILLIPS  BROTHERS  WARE 
HOUSING  AND  DISTRIBUTING  COR¬ 
PORATION,  25  Thomas  Avenue,  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.  21225.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Walter  T.  Evans,  7401  Wisconsin 
Avenue,  Washington,  D.C.  20014.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  containers, 
container  chassis  and  trailers  and  (2) 
general  commodities  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  special  equipment,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  Class  A  and  B  explosives  and  com¬ 
modities  of  unsual  value) :  Between  Bal¬ 
timore,  Md.  and  points  in  the  Baltimore, 
Md.  commercial  zone,  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  water. 

Non. — If  ft  heftring  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Balti¬ 
more,  Md. 

No.  MC  143251,  filed  May  6.  1977.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  FOB  TRANSPORTATION 

GROUP,  103  Branch  Ave.,  Red  Bank, 
NJ,  07701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  A.  Russell,  19  Midvale  Road,  P.O. 
Box  215,  Mountain  Lakes,  N.J.  07046. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes  in  the  transportation  of 
(1)  Paper  from  Middletown,  Ohio  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Michigan,  Missouri,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island. 
South  Carolina,  Vermont,  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin,  (2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  paper  from 
the  above  States  to  Middletown,  Ohio, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  the  Sorg  Paper  Company  of  Mid¬ 
dletown,  Ohio. 

Note. — If  ft  heftring  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
either  Newark,  New  Jersey  or  New  York,  N  Y. 
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No.  MC  143253,  filed  May  5.  1977.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  KENNETH  J.  LOTZ,  d/b/a. 
CONLEYS  TOWING  SERVICE,  2100 
Bowman  Avenue,  McKeesport,  Pa.  15132. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Arthur  J. 
Diskin,  Esq.,  806  Frick  Building,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  over  Irregular  routes  transporting 
wrecked,  disabled,  or  repossessed  motor 
vehicles,  trailers  and  buses  (except  mo¬ 
bile  homes  and  trailers  designed  to  be 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles)  and 
replacement  vehicles  therefor,  by  use  of 
wrecker  equipment  or  single  car  haul¬ 
ers,  between  points  in  the  counties  of  Al¬ 
legheny,  Washington,  Westmoreland, 
Fayette,  Greene  and  Somerset,  Pa.  on 
the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points 
In  Me„  Vt.,  N.H.,  Mass.,  Conn.,  R.I.,  N.Y„ 
N.J„  Del.,  McL,  D.C,  Va.,  N.C.,  8.C.,  Ga^ 
Fla.,  Ky.,  Term.,  Ala.,  Ohio,  Mich.,  Ind„ 
and  HL 

None. — If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  beld  at  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  or  Washlntgon,  D.C. 

No.  MC  143254,  fled  May  6,  1977.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  BOSTON  CONTRACT  CARRI¬ 
ER.  INC,  P.O.  Box  68,  Brookline,  Mass. 
02167.  Applicant’s  representative:  Henry 
D.  Suavely.  410  Pine  Street,  Vienna,  Va. 
22180.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  poly¬ 
meric  products  (except  In  bulk),  and  (2) 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  In  bulk),  used  In  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  poly¬ 
meric  products,  between  the  facilities  of 
Family  Products,  Inc,  In  Middlesex  and 
Essex  Counties,  Mass,  and  Hillsbor¬ 
ough  County,  N.H.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  In  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restricted 
to  a  transportation  service  performed 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Family  Products,  Inc,  located  at 
Lowell,  Mass. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Boston, 
Mass. 

No.  MC  143255,  filed  May  6,  1977.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  RAD  TRANSPORTATION 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  1908,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50306.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O.  Box 
82028,  Lincoln,  Nebraska  68501.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Lumber,  lum¬ 
ber  products,  and  building  materials; 
and  (2)  such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  or  used  by  distributors  of  the  com¬ 
modities  named  in  (1)  above,  between 
the  facilities  of  Roberts  &  Dybdahl  Inc, 
at  or  near  Des  Moines,  Carroll,  Water¬ 
loo,  Marengo,  and  Ottumwa,  Iowa,  Sun 
Prairie  and  LaCrosse,  Wisconsin;  Chilli  - 
cothe,  Missouri;  Indianapolis,  Indiana; 
Mitchell  and  Milan,  Illinois;  Minneapo¬ 
lis,  Minnesota;  Wichita,  Kansas;  and 
Omaha,  Nebraska,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  In  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Loui¬ 
siana,  Montana,  Mississippi,  Alabama, 
Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Ohio,  Indiana, 


Michigan,  Illinois,  Wisconsin,  Arkansas, 
Missouri,  Iowa,  and  Minnesota.  Re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  In  bulk,  and  further  re¬ 
stricted  to  a  transportation  service  to  be 
performed  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Roberts  A  Dybdahl 
Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Des  Moines, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  143256,  filed  May  10. 1977.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  LAND-O-NOD,  INC„  945  North¬ 
east  Broadway,  Minneapolis,  Minnesota 
55411.  Applicant’s  representative :  An¬ 
drew  R.  Clark,  1000  First  National  Bank 
Bldg„  Minneapolis,  Minnesota  55411. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Furniture  and 
accessories,  from  Minneapolis  and  Co- 
kato,  Minnesota,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Michigan,  and  Illinois;  (2)  Ma¬ 
terials,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  furniture  and  furni¬ 
ture  accessories,  from  points  In  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Wisconsin,  Nebraska,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  South  Dakota  and  Michigan  to 
Minneapolis  and  C  oka  to,  Minnesota,  un¬ 
der  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Land-O-Nod,  Inc.,  and  Richwell  In¬ 
corporated. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Mlnneapolls- 
St.  Paul,  Minnesota. 

No.  MC  143257,  filed  May  11,  1977. 
Applicant:  CHAMBERS,  LTD.,  P.O.  Box 
304,  Corydon,  Iowa  50060.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Larry  D.  Knox,  600  Hub- 
bell  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  carrier,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Grain  drying 
equipment;  (2)  grain  bins;  and  (3) 
parts  and  accessories  for  (1)  and  (2) ; 
and  materials  and  supplies  (except  In 
bulk)  used  In  the  manufacture  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  commodities  In  (1),  (2), 
and  (3),  between  Corydon,  Iowa,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  In 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  either 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  143305,  filed  May  11,  1977.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  JOHN  H.  SCHUFER  and  ROB¬ 
ERT  W.  HANNA,  a  partnership,  doing 
business  as  JOHN  A  BOB’S  AUTO  SERV¬ 
ICE,  Rt.  66,  East  Hampton  Rd.,  Portland, 
Conn.  06480.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  H.  Schufer  or  Robert  W.  Hanna 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cars,  trucks  and  other 
motor  vehicle  equipment,  between  points 
in  Connecticut,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Maine,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island 
and  Vermont. 

Note.*— If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
either  Hartford  or  New  Haven,  Conn. 


Water  Carrier  Application 

No.  W  104  (Sub-No.  30),  194  filed 
May  11,  1977.  Applicant  Union  Mechling 
Corporation,  One  Oliver  Plaza,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.  15222.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  S.  S.  Eisen,  370  Lexington  Avenue. 
New  York  City,  N.Y.  10017.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  by 
water:  (I)  By  self-propelled  vessels  in 
the  transportation  of  articles  exceeding 
19  feet  in  height,  or  12  feet  in  width,  or 
90  feet  in  length,  or  100  net  tons  in 
weight,  component  parts  thereof,  and  re¬ 
lated  equipment  in  straight  loads  or 
mixed  loads  with  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  used  or  useful  in  the  con¬ 
struction,  installation  and  maintenance 
thereof:  (a)  Between  ports  and  points 
on  the  Pacific  Coast  and  tributary  water¬ 
ways  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
ports  and  points  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
Coast  and  tributary  waterways;  (b)  Be¬ 
tween  ports  and  points  on  the  Atlantic 
Coast  and  tributary  waterways,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  ports  and 
points  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  Coast  and 
tributary  waterways;  (c)  Between  ports 
and  points  in  (a)  and  (b)  above,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  ports  and 
points  presently  served  by  non -self- 
propelled  vessels  with  the  use  of  separate 
towing  vessels  In  Sixteenth  Amended 
Certificate  Issued  in  Docket  No.  W-104; 
(d)  Between  ports  and  points  on  the 
Pacific  Coast  and  tributary  waterways  on 
the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  ports  and 
points  on  the  Atlantic  Coast  and  tribu¬ 
tary  waterways. 

Note. — The  intention  la  to  provide  service 
by  self-propelled  vessel  between  points  ap¬ 
plicant  now  Is  authorised  to  provide  trans¬ 
portation  of  the  commodities  herein  by  non 
self-propelled  vessels  with  the  use  of  separ¬ 
ate  towing  vessels.  The  states  Involved  In  No. 
W-104  referred  to  In  (c)  above  are  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Rorlda,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana. 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky.  Louisiana,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin.  Common  con¬ 
trol  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  requests  that  It  be 
held  at  New  Orleans,  La. 

Passenger  Applications 

No.  MC  1515  (Sub-No.  226),  filed 
May  2,  1977.  Applicant:  GREYHOUND 
LINES,  INC.,  Greyhound  Tower,  Phoenix, 
Arizona  85077.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  W.  L.  McCracken  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
Passengers  and  their  baggage  and  ex¬ 
press  and  newspapers,  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  (1)  between  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  and  the  junction  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  and  U.S.  Highway  66 
(Interstate  Highway  55)  southwest  of 
Joliet,  Illinois,  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  From  Chicago  over  Interstate 
Highway  94  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  57,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
57  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  80, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  80  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  66  (Interstate 
Highway  55)  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  (2)  between  Joliet.  Illinois  and  the 
junction  of  Interstate  Highway  80  and 
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U.S.  Highway  30  serving  all  Intermediate 
points:  From  Joliet  over  U.S.  Highway 
30  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  80 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  (3)  be¬ 
tween  the  Junction  of  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  and  U.S.  Highway  66  (portions  of 
which  are  also  designated  Interstate 
Highway  55)  at  a  point  approximately 
one  mile  north  of  Mount  Olive,  Illinois 
and  the  junction  of  UJS.  Highway  66 
(Interstate  Highway  55)  and  Interstate 
Highway  70  northeast  of  Collinsville, 
Illinois,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 
From  the  junction  of  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  and  U.S.  Highway  66  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
55,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  66  and 
Interstate  Highway  55  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  s  hearing  te  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  request  It  be  held  st  Chicago,  Illinois. 

No.  MC  41638  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  May 

4,  1977.  Applicant:  DELUXE  TRAIL- 
WAYS,  INC.,  1718  South  Clark  St.,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.  60616.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  C.  Zimmerman,  413  Brown  Bldg., 
Wichita,  Kans.  67202.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Passengers  and  their  baggage, 
and  express  and  newspapers  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  between  Deca¬ 
tur,  HI.,  and  Fullerton,  HI.:  From  De¬ 
catur  over  US.  Highway  51  to  Clinton, 
Hl„  thence  over  Hlinois  Highway  54  to 
Fullerton,  HI.  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Decatur  or 
Springfield,  HI. 

No.  MC  99581  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  May 

5,  1977.  Applicant:  HORACE  SIMMONS, 
doing  business  as  VACA  VALLEY  BUS 
LINES.  321  State  Street,  Fairfield,  Cali¬ 
fornia  94533.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Daniel  W.  Baker,  100  Pine  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  94111.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  passengers  and  baggage  of 
passengers  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pas¬ 
sengers,  in  special  and  charter  opera¬ 
tions,  from  and  to  the  following  points 
or  areas:  Beginning  and  ending  at  points 
in  Contra  Costa  County  and  those  points 
in  Alameda  County  on,  north  and  east 
of  the  following  highways  including  all 
points  within  3  miles  of  said  highways: 
Interstate  Highway  680  between  the  Ala- 
meda-Contra  Costa  County  Boundary 
Line  and  junction  with  State  Highway 
84;  State  Highway  84,  between  Junction 
with  Interstate  Highway  680  and  junc¬ 
tion  with  Tesla  Road;  Tesla  Road,  be¬ 
tween  junction  with  State  Highway  84 

the  Alameda-San  Joaquin  County 
Boundary  Line;  and  Dublin  and  Liver¬ 
more,  California;  and  extending  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  Including 
Alaska  (except  Hawaii). 

Mon. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  San  Rid- 
ctsco,  Calif. 


FEDERAL 


No.  MC  143252,  filed  May  5,  1977. 
Applicant:  JOHN  WILLIAM  JIG- 
GETTS,  doing  business  as  JIGGETTS 
CHARTERED  BUS  SERVICE,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  18,  Palmer  Springs,  Vir¬ 
ginia  23957.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  B.  Throckmorton,  1400  Ross 
Building,  Richmond,  Virginia  23219.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  in  the  transportation  of  passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  in  special  and 
round  trip  operations,  beginning  and 
ending  at  Mecklenburg,  Nottoway, 
Greenville  and  Lunenburg  Counties,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  Vance  and  Warren  Counties, 
N.C.,  and  extending  to  points  in  Virginia, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia, 
Florida,  Maryland,  Delaware,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Rich¬ 
mond,  Virginia. 

Finance  Applications 

The  following  applications  seek  ap¬ 
proval  to  consolidate,  purchase,  merge, 
lease  operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  through  ownership  of 
stock,  of  rail  carriers  or  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  Sections  5(2)  or  210a(b)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  granting  of  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  must  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  mi  or  before  July  18,  1977.  Such  pro¬ 
test  shall  comply  with  Special  Rules  240 
(c)  or  240(d)  of  the  Commission’s  Gen¬ 
eral  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.240) 
and  shall  Include  a  concise  statement  of 
Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding.  A 
copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant's  representa¬ 
tive,  or  applicant,  if  no  representative  is 
named. 

No.  MC-F-12881  (Amendment)  (CAS- 
SENS  TRANSPORT  -  COMPANY— 
Purchase — Square  Deal  Cartage  Com¬ 
pany,  Gate  City  Transport,  et  al.)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  July  29,  1976  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register.  By  notice  served  May 
27,  1977,  the  Commission  upheld  the  de¬ 
cision  made  In  the  initial  decision  by 
the  Administrative  Law  Judge.  The  in¬ 
terstate  operating  rights  initially  sought 
to  be  purchased  are  held  under  certifi¬ 
cates  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  Issued  to  Square  Deal  in  MC  2765 
and  various  subs  thereunder,  and  to  Gate 
City  in  MC  61623,  and  various  subs 
thereunder.  After  notice  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  to  acquire  the  foregoing  authority 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register, 
the  Commission  on  December  10,  1976 
Issued  an  additional  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  to  Gate  City 
in  MC  61623  (Sub-No.  16)  which  is  as 
follows:  Motor  homes,  in  secondary 
movements,  in  truckaway  service,  when 
moving  in  mixed  loads  with  automobiles 
and  trucks  (otherwise  authorized),  ex¬ 
cept  Chrysler  Corporation  products,  as 
a  common  carrier  over  irregular  routes 
between  points  in  Ohio.  This  certificate 
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is  issued  pursuant  to  an  application  filed 
after  November  23,  1973,  and  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  49  CFR  1065  may  not  be 
tacked  or  joined  with  carrier’s  other  ir¬ 
regular  route  authority  unless  specifi¬ 
cally  authorized  herein.  General  restric¬ 
tions:  The  authority  granted  herein  (a) 
to  the  extent  that  any  one  portion  du¬ 
plicates  any  other  portion  or  is  duplica¬ 
tive  of  any  authority  heretofore  granted 
to  or  now  held  by  the  carrier,  shall  not 
be  severed  from  common  control  by  sale, 
lease,  transfer  of  stock,  or  otherwise, 
and  (b)  may  not  be  tacked  or  Joined 
with  the  carrier's  other  Irregular  route 
authority. 

No.  MC-F-13229.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  THE  FIRST  GRAY  LINE 
WEST  CORPORATION ,  3550  Wilshire 
Boulevard,  Suite  1128,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90010,  of  The  Gray  Line  Tours  Company, 
1207  West  Third  Street,  and  for  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  The  First  Gray  Line  Corporation, 
who  in  turn  is  controlled  by  Mr.  Henry 
F.  Burroughs,  Mr.  James  R.  Burroughs 
and  Ms.  Mary  Anne  Dorns,  as  Trustee 
for  the  estates  of  Mr.  Henry  F.  Burroughs 
and  Mrs.  Henry  F.  Burroughs  of  3550 
Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  1128.  Los  Angeles, 
CA  90010.  Applicants’  attorney:  Warren 
N.  Grossman,  606  South  Olive,  Suite  825, 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90014.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  controlled:  Pending:  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  in  special 
operations,  in  round-trip  sighting 
pleasure  tours,  as  a  common  carrier  over 
irregular  routes  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Los  Angeles  and  Orange  Coun¬ 
ties,  Calif.,  and  extending  to  the  port  of 
entry  (located  in  California)  along  the 
United  States-Mexlco  International 
Boundary  line  at  or  near  the  southern¬ 
most  terminus  of  Interstate  Highway  5 ; 
visiting  such  points  of  sightseeing  inter¬ 
est  en  route  as  San  Juan  Capistrano,  San 
Clemente,  LaJoIla  and  Coronado,  Calif. 
Applicant  is  a  no  record  carrier,  how¬ 
ever,  it  Is  affiliated  with  Gray  Line,  Inc., 
(MC  453) ,  which  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  in  District  of 
Columbia,  Maryland,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  and 
Pennsylvania;  and  Gray  Line  Tours  of 
Southern  Nevada  (MC-127564) ,  which  is 
authorized  to  operate  in  Nevada,  Arizona, 
and  California.  Application  has  not  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a (b). 

Non. — Applicant  presently  owns  100  per¬ 
cent  at  the  Issued  and  outstanding  stock  of 
The  dray  Line  Tours  Company.  By 
Decision  No.  MC  141460  (Sub-No.  1).  dated 
February  16, 1977,  the  latter,  presently  a  non- 
carrier  was  issued  a  Certificate  of  Public  Con¬ 
venience  and  Necessity,  subject  to  the  fillip 
of  the  instant  application.  Said  Trtiti^i  De¬ 
cision  was  subsequently  modified  by  “Stay 
Decision  and  Order,*  dated  March  23,  1977. 

No.  MC-F-13230.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  NAVAJO  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  1205  South  Platte  River  Drive; 
Denver,  CO,  80223,  of  a  portion  at  the 
operating  rights  of  Tlschler  Express  Inc, 
8408  miston  Drive,  Philadelphia,  PA. 
19118,  and  for  acquisition  by  United 
Transportation  Investment  Company, 
David  H.  Ratner,  310  South  Michigan 
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Avenue,  Chicago.  IL,  80604.  of  control 
of  suoh  rights  through  the  purchase. 
Applicants’  attorneys:  Leonard  R.  Kof- 
kin,  39  South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago, 
IL.  60603,  and  Ira  Megdal,  Hyland.  Davis 
and  Reberkenny.  Box  459,  Cherry  Hill, 
N.J.,  08002.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  transferred:  Glassware,  as  a  common 
carrier  over  irregular  routes  from  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.  to  Wilmington.  Dela.,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points:  from  Phila¬ 
delphia  over  U.S.  Highway  13  to 
Wilmington,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  except  as  otherwise  author¬ 
ized;  from  Philadelphia  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  202, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  202  to  Wil¬ 
mington,  and  return  over  the  same  route 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
except  as  otherwise  authorized,  glass¬ 
ware,  chinaware,  and  advertising  matter, 
between  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
Jersey.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Colorado,  Oklahoma.  New 
Mexico,  Arizona.  California.  Wyoming, 
Utah,  Nebraska,  Missouri,  Texas,  Nevada, 
Louisiana  Virginia,  Maryland,  Arkansas, 
Florida,  New  York,  Tennessee,  Kentucky, 
Ohio,  Michigan,  Washington.  Idaho, 
Oregon,  Montana,  New  Jersey,  Deleaware 
and  Pennsylvania.  Application  has  not 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a  (b). 

No.  MC-F-13231.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  El  .FRINK  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  92.  Advance,  MO  63730, 
of  a  portion  of  the  operating  rights  and 
property  of  RIGHTER  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  1238  Meadowbrook,  Cape  Girard¬ 
eau,  MO  63701,  and  for  acquisition  by 
EDWARD  ELFRINK,  508  Berchman, 
Jackson,  MO  63755,  Edward  Vandeven, 
Bloomfield,  MO  63825,  and  Theodore 
Elfrlnk,  6804  Fyler,  St.  Louis,  MO  63139, 
of  control  of  such  rights  through  the 
purchase.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Herman 
Huber,  101  E.  High  Street,  Jefferson 
City,  MO  65101.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  transferred :  General  commodities, 
with  exceptions  as  a  common  carrier 
over  regular  routes  between  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  and  Cape  Girardeau.  Mo.,  service  is 
authorized  to  and  from  intermediate 
points  except  those  between  East  St. 
Louis  and  Cape  Girardeau;  and  to  and 
from  the  off -route  points  of  Tamms  and 
National  Stockyards,  HI.;  between  junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highways  3  and  146,  and 
junction  Illinois  Highway  3  and  UJ3. 
Highway  51.  service  is  not  authorized  to 
or  from  intermediate  points,  between 
Mound  City,  HI.,  and  Sikoston,  Mo.,  serv¬ 
ice  is  authorised  to  and  from  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  General  commodities 
with  exceptions  as  a  common  carrier 
over  Irregular  routes  between  points  and 
places  in  Mississippi  County.  Mo.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
which  service  is  authorized  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  regular  routes  described 
above.  General  commodities,  except 
those  of  unusual  value,  and  except 
dangerous  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  In  Practices  of  Motor  Common 
Carriers  of  Household  Goods,  IT  M.C.C. 


467,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading,  over  an  alternate  regular  route, 
for  operating  convenience  only,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  presently  author¬ 
ized  regular  route  operations,  between 
Chester,  HI.,  and  Sikeston.  Mo.,  service 
is  not  authorized  to  or  from  intermediate 
points,  but  service  is  authorized  at 
Chester,  HI.,  for  the  purpose  of  joinder 
only;  general  commodities,  with  excep¬ 
tions  as  a  common  carrier  over  regular 
routes  serving  the  plant  site  of  the  West 
Virginia  Pulp  and  Paper  Company  near 
Wlckliffe,  Ky.,  as  an  off -route  point  in 
connection  with,  carrier’s  authorized 
regular-route  operations;  ground  silica; 
in  bags,  as  a  common  carrier  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes  from  Tamms.  HI.,  to 
points  in  Florida,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Vendee  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in 
Missouri,  Illinois  and  Kentucky.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-13237.  Authority  sought  for 
merger  by  MIDWEST  EMERY 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  7100  West 
Center  Road,  Omaha,  NE  68106.  of  the 
operating  rights  and  properties  of  LAS- 
KAS  MOTOR  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
2828,  South  Bend,  IN  46680.  and  for  ac¬ 
quisition  by  RENTAR  INDUSTRIES, 
INC.,  7005  South  Pulaski  Rood,  Chicago, 
IL  60629,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  merger.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
ney:  Arnold  Burke,  Burke.  Kerwln  & 
Towle,  LaSalle  Plaza,  180  N.  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago.  IL  60601.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  merged:  General 
commodities,  with  exceptions,  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  regular  routes, 
between  Hartford,  Conn.,  and  Perth 
Amboy,  N.J„  Between  Hartford.  Conn., 
and  Waterbury,  Conn.,  between  Derby, 
Conn„  and  New  Haven,  Conn.,  between 
Naugatuck,  Conn.,  and  Stratford,  Conn., 
between  Hartford,  Conn.,  and  Boston, 
Mass.,  between  Manchester,  Conn.,  and 
Boston,  Mass.,  with  restrictions,  be¬ 
tween  Springfield,  Mass.,  and  Meriden. 
Conn.,  between  Northampton.  Mass., 
and  East  Hartford,  Conn.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  and  the  off-route 
points  of  Chicopee,  Easthampton, 
Greenfield.  Indian  Orchard.  Ludlow. 
North  Adams,  Palmer.  Pittsfield.  Three 
Rivers  and  Turners  Falls.  Mass.;  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  with  exceptions,  over 
Irregular  routes,  between  points  and 
places  on  the  above-designated  regular 
routes,  including  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Bethel,  Danbury,  Danielson. 
Fitchvffle.  Hanover,  Jewett  City,  Mystic, 
Manchester,  Norwich.  New  London. 
Sandy  Hook,  Southbury,  Torrington. 
TaftviHe,  Wauregan.  W Oilman  tic,  Wil¬ 
ton  and  Wins  ted.  Conn,  Mlneola,  NY, 
and  Bound  Brook,  Clifton,  Carls  tad  t, 
Dunellen,  Englewood,  Guttenberg.  Gar¬ 
field.  Hawthorne,  Lodi,  Maplewood. 
Montclair,  Morristown.  New  Brunswick. 
Nutley,  Passaic,  Paterson,  Plainfield. 
Ridgewood.  Union  City  and  West  New 
York.  NJ,  from  Hartford.  Conn,  to 


points  in  Massachusetts  not  authorized 
as  intermediate  or  off-route  points  in 
connection  with  regular-route  opera¬ 
tions  over  the  first  three  routes  above. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  all  the  States  in  the 
United  States  including  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  but  excluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

Non. — MIDWEST  EMERY  FREIGHT 
SYSTEM,  INC,  was  granted  control  of 
LASKAS  MOTOR  LINES,  INC,  In  MC-F- 
11193,  served  October  30,  1972.  '' 

No.  MC-F-13239.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  B  &  L  TRUCK  LINES,  INC. 
(non-carrier),  wholly  owned  by  BRA¬ 
ZOS.  INC,  which  Is  controlled  by  LOYD 
LANOTTE,  BILL  BARNETT  AND  NIC¬ 
OLAS  L  LANOTTE.  339  East  24th  Street. 
Lubbock.  TX„  79404,  of  the  operating 
rights  and  property  W.  D.  SMITH 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC,  Highway  71  North. 
De  Queen.  Ark,  71832,  and  for  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  LOYD  LANOTTE  and  NICOLAS 
LANOTTE,  339  34th  St,  Lubbock,  TX. 
79404,  and  BILL  BARNETT,  Drawer  F, 
Levelland.  TX,  79336,  of  control  of  such 
rights  through  the  purchase.  Applicants’ 
attorney:  Mr.  John  C.  Sims,  1607  Broad¬ 
way.  P.O.  Box  2976,  Lubbock.  TX,  79408. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  Lumber  and  Lumber  products, 
and  windows  and  door  complete  with 
glass  panes,  pressure-treated  forest 
products,  asphalt  or  composition  lum¬ 
ber,  paper  and  waste  paper,  tape, 
joint  cement  and  joint  systems  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  installation 
of  gypsum  board,  charcoal  briquettes, 
composition  or  asphalt  lumber,  par¬ 
ticleboard,  plywood,  paper,  paper  prod¬ 
ucts.  and  llnerboard,  pressure-treated 
lumber,  posts,  poles  and  piling,  milk 
carton,  Insulating  materials,  with  cer¬ 
tain  specified  exceptions,  and  numer¬ 
ous  other  specified  commodities,  as  a 
common  carrer  over  irregular  routes, 
from,  to,  and  between  specified  points  in 
an  the  States  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  with  certain 
restrictions,  as  more  specifically  de¬ 
scribed  in  Docket  No.  MC-103498  and 
Subs  numbers  thereunder.  This  notice 
does  not  purport  to  be  a  complete  de¬ 
scription  of  all  of  the  operating  rights  of 
the  carrier  Involved.  The  foregoing  sum¬ 
mary  is  believed  to  be  sufficient  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  pubUc  notice  regarding  the  na¬ 
ture  and  extent  of  this  carrier's  operat¬ 
ing  rights,  without  stating,  in  full,  the 
entirety,  thereof.  B  ft  L  TRUCK  LINES. 
INC,  holds  no  authority  from  this  Com¬ 
mission.  However,  it  is  wholly  owned  by 
BRAZOS,  INC,  which  in  turn  owns  100 
percent  of  BRAZOS  TRANSPORT,  INC. 
BRAZOS  TRANSPORT.  INC.  Is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in 
Texas,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Colorado,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Arizona  Illinois,  Iowa,  Mississippi. 
Nebraska,  Tennessee,  Utah,  Montana. 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Wisconsin. 
Wyoming.  Minnesota,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky.  and  Michigan.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 
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No.  MC-F-13241.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  SPRINGFIELD  EXPRESS, 
INC„  UJ3.  Highway  41,  North,  Spring- 
field,  TN.,  37172,  of  a  portion  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  of  OWENSBORO  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  Alsop  Lane,  Owensboro, 
KY.  42311,  and  for  acquisition  by  DA¬ 
VID  P.  FISHER,  UJ5.  Highway  41.  North, 
such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  Attorney:  Walter  Harwood, 
P.O.  Box  15214,  Nashville,  TN.,  37215. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  transfer¬ 
red:  General  commodities  (except  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  regular  routes  be¬ 
tween  Owensboro,  Ky.,  and  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  serving  no  intermediate  points; 
From  Owensboro  over  UJ3.  Highway  431 
to  Springfield,  Tenn.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  Nashville,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  Between  Owens¬ 
boro,  Ky.,  and  Nashville,  Tenn.,  as  an 
alternate  route  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only  in  connection  with  the  route 
described  above,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points:  From  Ownesboro  over  UJS. 
Highway  231  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  65  near  Bowling  Green,  Ky., 
and  thence  over  interstate  Highway  65 
to  Nashville,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  with  restrictions.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  Indiana,  Kentucky,  and  Tennessee. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13244.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  GAIL  R.  KALDENBERG, 
ABC  CARTAGE,  129  SE  18th  Street,  Des 
Moines,  IA.,  50318,  of  a  portion  of  the 
operating  rights  of  RINGSBY  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  3980  Quebec  Street,  Denver, 
CO.,  80207,  and  for  acquisition  by  GAIL 
R.  KALDENBERG,  129  SE  18th  St.,  Des 
Moines,  LA.  50318,  of  control  of  such 
rights  through  the  purchase.  Applicants’ 
attorney:  Thomas  E.  Leahy,  Jr.,  1980 
Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  IA.  50309. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  b6  trans¬ 
ferred:  General  commodities,  except 
those  of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  irregular  routes 
from  Des  Moines,  Iowa  to  points  in  Iowa 
within  100  miles  of  Des  Moines,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  or  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  in  Iowa,  Colorado,  Califor¬ 
nia,  Wyoming,  Nebraska,  Illinois,  Ne¬ 
vada,  Utah,  Missouri,  Indiana,  Ohio, 
Michigan,  Pennsylvania,  West  Virginia, 
Massachusetts,  Vermont,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Maine,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Kansas,  New  Mexico,  Minnesota,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Arizona,  Idaho.  Montana,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Washington,  North  Dakota,  and 
South  Dakota.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13246.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  ANDREWS  &  PIERCE,  INC., 
1431  Bedford  Street,  North  Abington, 
MA.,  02351  of  the  operating  rights  of 
BLACKHAWK  MOTOR  LINES,  INC., 


P.O.  Box  76,  Charlestown  (Boston) ,  MA., 
02129,  and  for  by  PIERCE  ENTER¬ 
PRISES,  INC.,  also  of  Abington,  MA., 
02351,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorneys: 
David  M.  Marshall,  135  State  St.,  Spring- 
field,  MA.,  01103,  and  James  E.  Mahoney, 
84  State  St.,  Boston,  MA.,  02129.  Operat¬ 
ing  rights  sought  to  be  transferred: 
Under  a  certificate  of  registration  in 
Docket  No.  MC-121196  (Sub-No.  1). 
covering  the  transportation  of  general 
commodities,  as  a  common  carrier  in  in¬ 
terstate  commerce,  within  the  State  of 
Massachusetts.  Vendee  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts  and  Rhode  Isjand.  Application 
has  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b). 

Noth. — MC  63871  (Sub-No.  5),  is  a  directly 
related  matter. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  under  the  Deviation  Rules — 
Motor  Carrier  of  Property  (49  CFR 
1042.4(c)  (ID). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Commission  in  the 
manner  and  form  provided  in  such  rules 
at  any  time,  but  will  not  operate  to  stay 
commencement  of  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tions  unless  filed  on  or  before  July  18, 
1977. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  request. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  729), 
GREYHOUND  LINES,  INC.,  Greyhound 
Tower,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85077,  filed  June 
2,  1977.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  and  ex¬ 
press  and  newspapers  in  the  same  vehi¬ 
cle  with  passengers,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  junction  Alter¬ 
nate  U.S.  Highway  41  and  Interstate 
Highway  24  north  of  Ft.  Campbell,  Ky., 
over  Interstate  Highway  24  to  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  with  the  following  access  routes: 
(1)  From  Clarksville,  Tenn.,  over  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  76  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  24,  and  (2)  From  Pleasant 
View,  Tenn.,  over  Tennessee  Highway  49 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  24  and 
return  over  the  same  routes  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only.  Hie  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  passengers  and  the 
same  property  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  From  junction  Alter¬ 
nate  U.S.  Highway  41  and  Interstate 
Highway  24  north  of  Ft.  Campbell,  Ky., 
over  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  2202  (Deviation  No.  158), 
ROADWAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
471,  1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  Akron,  Ohio 
44309,  filed  June  6,  1977.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 


motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Bonham,  Tex., 
over  Texas  Highway  78  to  the  Texas - 
Oklahoma  State  line,  thence  over  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  78  to  Durant,  Okla.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities,  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Bonham,  Tex.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
82  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  69  to  Durant,  Okla., 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  2202  (Deviation  No.  159), 
ROADWAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
471, 1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  Akron,  Ohio  44309, 
filed  June  6, 1977.  Carrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  Springfield,  Mo.,  over  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  13  to  junction  UJS.  High¬ 
way  54,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  54  to 
Iola,  Kans.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  Notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  Is- 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route  as  follows:  From  Springfield, 
Mo.,  over  U.S.  Highway  66  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  60,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  60  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  169, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  169  to  Iola, 
Kans.,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  29555  (Deviation  No.  18), 
BRIGGS  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
North  400,  Griggs-Midway  Bldg.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55104,  filed  June  2, 1977.  Car¬ 
rier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  From  Minne¬ 
apolis/St.  Paul,  Minn.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  35  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80  near  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  80  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  59,  thence  south  over  U.S. 
Highway  59  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  29  near  Craig,  Mo.,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  29  to  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
and  return  over  the  same  route  for  oper¬ 
ating  convenience  only.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  commodi¬ 
ties  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as  fol¬ 
lows  :  From  Minneapolis/St.  Paul,  Minn., 
over  U.S.  Highway  65  to  Mason  City, 
Iowa,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  18  to 
Charles  City,  Iowa,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  218  to  Waterloo,  Iowa,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction  UJS. 
Highway  6,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  6 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  275  in  Council 
Bluffs,  Iowa,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
275  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  2,  thence 
over  Iowa  Highway  2  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  71,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  71 
to  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

Motor  Carrier  Intrastate 
Application  (s) 

The  following  application  (s)  *  for 
motor  common  carrier  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  in  Intrastate  commerce  seek  concur¬ 
rent  motor  carrier  authorization  in  ln- 
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terstate  or  foreign  commerce  within  the 
limits  of  the  Intrastate  authority  sought, 
pursuant  to  section  206(a)  (6)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act.  These  applica¬ 
tions  are  governed  by  Special  Rule  245 
of  the  Commission’s  General  Rule*  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.245),  which  pro¬ 
vides,  among  other  things,  that  protests 
and  requests  for  information  concern¬ 
ing  the  time  and  place  of  State  Com¬ 
mission  hearings  or  other  proceedings, 
any  subsequent  changes  therein,  and  any 
other  related  matters  shall  be  directed  to 
the  State  Commission  with  which  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  filed  and  shall  not  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  or  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

Alaska  Docket  No.  77-181-MP/O,  filed 
May  16, 1977.  Applicant:  Roy  D.  Earnest, 
doing  business  as  DAVE  EARNEST 
TRUCKING,  Box  60,  Craig,  Alaska 
99921.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  L.  Gucker,  320  Bawden  St.  No. 
318,  Ketchikan,  Alaska  99901.  Certificate 
of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service  as 
follows:  Common  carrier  permit  au¬ 
thority  in  intrastate  for  truck  hauling 
of  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value  and  excluding  explo¬ 
sives)  ,  between,  from  and  to  all  points  or 
places  on  Prince  of  Wales  Island,  Alaska, 
over  irregular  routes  or  regular  routes 
on  all  road  areas  of  Prince  of  Wales  Is¬ 
land,  Alaska,  non -scheduled.  Also,  for 
the  same  commodities  to  pick  up  and 
send  said  Interstate  commodities  arriv¬ 
ing  or  going  by  boat,  ferry  or  plane  from 
or  to  Seattle  or  other  states,  or  by  boat, 
ferry  or  air  from  or  to  Ketchikan  or 
other  Alaska  cities  or  other  Interstate 
carriers  to  or  from  Prince  of  Wales  Is¬ 
land  to  be  delivered  to  the  recipient  or 
sent  by  shipper.  Intrastate,  Interstate  or 
foreign  commerce  authority  sought. 
Hearing:  Date,  time  and  place  not  yet 
fixed.  Requests  for  procedural  informa¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed  to  the  Alaska 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  1000  Mac- 
Kay  Building,  338  Denali  Street,  Anchor¬ 
age,  Alaska  99501  and  should  not  be  di¬ 
rected  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

Maine  Docket  No.  X-71  (Correction), 
filed  May  9,  1977,  published  in  the  Fn>- 
eral  Register  issue  of  June  9,  1977,  and 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  DUGAS  EXPRESS  CO..  101 


Knox  Street,  Lewiston,  Maine  04240.  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Ne¬ 
cessity  sought  to  operate  a  freight  service 
as  follows:  Applicant  seeks  to  amend 
Maine  Common  Carrier  Certificate  No. 
68  by  adding  authority  to  extend  its  pres¬ 
ent  service  to  include  service  (1)  Between 
Portland-South  Portland  and  Burnham, 
passing  through  and  serving  Lewiston, 
Canaan,  Pittsfield,  Palmyra,  Newport, 
East  Newport,  Detroit,  Etna,  Carmel, 
Herman,  Bangor,  Orono,  Veazie,  Brewer. 
Holden,  South  Brewer,  Hampden,  Ply¬ 
mouth,  with  pick  up  and  delivery  service 
between  all  points  in  both  directions.  (2) 
Between  Portland-South  Portland  and 
Moose  River,  passing  through  and  serv¬ 
ing  Lewiston,  Norrldgewock.  Mercer. 
Skowhegan,  Madison,  Anson.  North  An¬ 
son.  Embden,  Solon.  Bingham.  Moscow. 
Caratunk.  West  Porks,  Lake  Parlln. 
Jackman,  with  pick  up  and  delivery  serv¬ 
ice  between  all  points  in  both  directions. 
(3)  Between  Portland-South  Portland 
and  Belgrade,  passing  through  and  serv¬ 
ing  Lewiston,  Riverside.  Vassal  boro,  East 
Vassalboro,  North  Vassal  boro,  China. 
Winslow,  Watervllle,  Benton.  Fairfield. 
Clinton,  Hinckley,  Shawmut,  Oakland. 
North  Sidney,  Sidney,  Larone,  Smith- 
field,  Rome,  North  Belgrade,  with  pick 
up  and  delivery  service  between  all  points 
in  both  directions.  (4)  Between  Portland- 
South  Portland  and  Fayette,  passing 
through  and  serving  Lewiston,  Sabattus, 
Litchfield,  Leeds  Junction,  Wales,  Mon¬ 
mouth,  Litchfield  Comer,  West  Gardiner, 
Gardiner,  South  Gardiner,  Farmlngdale, 
Pittston.  Randolph.  Chelsea.  Togus.  Hal- 
loweU,  Augusta,  Manchester,  Wlnthrop, 
Greene,  Leeds,  North  Leeds,  Wayne. 
North  Wayne,  Readfleld,  Kents  Hill,  with 
pick  up  and  delivery  service  betwen  all 
points  in  both  directions. 

(5)  Between  Portland-South  Portland 
and  Vienna,  passing  through  and  serv¬ 
ing  Lewiston,  Turner,  Turner  Center, 
North  Turner,  Livermore,  East  Liver¬ 
more,  Hartford.  Cantoiiv  Glbertvflle, 
East  Peru.  North  Livermore,  Livermore 
Falls,  Chisholm,  East  Dixfield.  North 
Jay,  Dryden,  Jay,  Wilton,  East  Wilton. 
Farmington  Falls,  Farmington,  North 
Chestervllle,  New  Sharon.  Mount  Vernon, 
Belgrade  Lakes,  with  pick  up  and  de¬ 
livery  service  between  all  points  in 
both  directions;  and  (6)  Between  Port¬ 
land-South  Portland  and  Peru,  passing 


through  and  serving  Lewiston,  Mechanic 
Falls,  Minot,  Welch ville.  West  Minot, 
Hebron,  South  Paris,  Paris,  Norway, 
Buckfleld.  East  Sumner,  Sumner,  West 
Sumner,  West  Woodstock,  West  Paris, 
Bryant  Pond.  North  Woodstock,  Locke 
Mills.  Bethel,  Milton,  Abbott*  Mill,  Rum- 
ford,  Mexico,  Dixfield,  West  Peru,  with 
pick  up  and  delivery  service  between  all 
points  in  both  directions. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
Indicate  the  correct  authority  sought.  Intra¬ 
state,  interstate  and  foreign  commerce  au¬ 
thority  sought.  Hearing:  Date,  time  and  place 
not  yet  fixed.  Requests  for  procedural  in¬ 
formation  should  be  addressed  to  the  Main 
Public  UtUltlee  Commission.  State  House 
Annex.  Capitol  Shopping  Center,  Augusta. 
Maine  04330  and  should  not  be  directed  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

No.  MC  4610  (Sub-No.  8).  (Partial  Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  February  24.  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
March  24,  1977,  and  republished  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  HUM¬ 
BOLDT  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  11080, 
Nashville,  Tenn.  37211.  Applicant's  rep¬ 
resentative:  Walter  Harwood,  P.O.  Box 
15214,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37215.  Note. — 
The  purpose  of  this  partial  correction  is 
to  indicate  the  correct  territory  sought 
in  paragraph  (3)  to  read:  Between  the 
junction  of  Interstate  Highway  40  and 
Interstate  Highway  81  (in  Jefferson 
County)  and  Newport,  Tenn.:  From 
Junction  Interstate  Highway  40  and 
Interstate  Highway  81  to  Junction  with 
UjS.  Highway  411,  thence  via  U.S.  High¬ 
way  411  to  Newport,  Tenn.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  and  serving  the  junction 
of  Interstate  Highway  40  and  Interstate 
Highway  81  for  Joinder  only,  the  rest 
remains  the  same.  Hearing:  Date,  time 
and  place  was  scheduled  for  May  23, 1977, 
at  9  am.  in  the  Conference  Room,  CLC 
Bank.  White  Pine,  Tenn.  Requests  for 
procedural  information  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Tennessee  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission,  Room  Cl-111  Cordell 
Hull  Building,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37129  and 
should  not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretarg. 

[FB  Doc.77-17063  Piled  6-1 5-77; 8: 46  mb) 
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Thl*  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  of  meetings  published  under  the  “Government  In  the  Sunshine  Act"  (Pub.  L.  94-409), 
S  U.S.C.  552b(e)(3). 


CONTENTS 

Item 
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1 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Commodity  Futures  Trading  Commis¬ 
sion. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10:00  a.m.,  June  16, 
1977. 

PLACE:  2033  K  Street,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  5th  Floor  Hearing  Room. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  En¬ 
forcement  matters. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Jane  Stuckey,  254-6314. 

[S-660-77  Filed  6-13-77:4:08  pm) 


2 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
National  Transportation  Safety  Board. 
TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  am.,  Thursday, 
June  23, 1977  (NM-77-17). 

PLACE:  NTSB  Board  Room,  National 
Transportation  Safety  Board,  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20594. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  1. 
Letter  to  Air  Line  Pilots  Association  re 
reconsideration  of  probable  cause  and 
revised  accident  report.  Pan  American 
B-707,  Pago  Pago,  American  Samoa, 
January  30,  1974.  2.  Recommendation 
to  Equitable  Gas  Co.  and  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau  re  pipeline  ac¬ 
cident  In  Moncnghela,  Pennsylvania, 
March  13,  1977.  3.  Letter  to  Mr.  John 
Halllgan  re  reconsideration  of  probable 
cause,  Cessna  337,  N5464S,  Augusta, 
Georgia,  July  6, 1976. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Sharon  Flemming,  202-755-4930. 
[8-661-77  Filed  6-18-77:5:07  pm) 


3 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
National  Transportation  Safety  Board. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  2:30  pm.,  Thursday, 
June  23, 1977  (NM-77-18). 

PLACE:  NTSB  Board  Room,  National 
Transportation  Safety  Board,  800  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20594. 


MATTER  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  1. 
Opinion  and  Order — Administrator  v. 
Apte,  Dkt.  SE-3281;  Disposition  of  Ad¬ 
ministrator’s  Appeal. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Sharon  Flemming,  202-755-4930. 

[ S-662-77  Filed  6-13-77:6:07  pm) 


4 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  June  22, 
1977. 

PLACE:  320  First  Street,  N.W.,  Room 
630,  Washington,  D.C. 


CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Mr.  Robert  Marshall,  202-376-3012. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Des¬ 
ignation  of  Elective  Directorships  for 
Federal  Home  Loan  Banks,  1977  Elec¬ 
tion. 

Application  for  Modification  of  Condi¬ 
tion  and  Extension  of  Time — Hayward 
Savings  and  Loan  Association,  Hayward, 
California. 

Branch  Office  Application — South 
Suburban  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  As¬ 
sociation,  Flossmoor,  Illinois. 

Consideration  of  Proposed  Major  Loan 
Information  System  (MLIS) . 

Consideration  of  Final  Amendments 
Relating  to  Participation  Interests  in 
Large  Pools  of  Loans. 

Consideration  of  Final  Amendment 
Relating  to  Three- Year  Term  to  Matu¬ 
rity  on  IRA  and  Keogh  Accounts. 

Consideration  of  Final  Amendments 
Relating  to  Alteration,  Repair,  or  Im¬ 
provement  Loans. 

EFTS-RSU  Application — P.OJ5.  Serv¬ 
ices,  Inc.,  Minneapolis.  Minnesota. 

Branch  Office  Application — Lincoln 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association  of 
Owensboro,  Owensboro,  Kentucky. 

No.  34,  June  13,  1977. 

[8-663-77  Filed  6-14-77;  10:02  pm) 


5 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Federal  Election  Commission. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Wednesday,  June  22, 
1977,  10:00  am. 

PLACE:  1325  K  Street,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

STATUS:  This  meeting  will  be  closed  to 
the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Com¬ 
pliance  matters. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

David  Fiske,  Press  Officer,  phone  202- 
523-4065. 

Marjorie  W  Emmons, 
Secretary  to  the  Commission. 
[S-664-77  Filed  6-14-77:10:02  am] 


6 


FEDERAL  REGISTER  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  (To  be 
printed  on  June  13, 1977) . 

PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND 
DATE  OF  THE  MEETING:  10  am., 
June  16, 1977. 


CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  Addi¬ 
tional  Item  to  be  considered  on  the 
agenda. 

Additional  discussion  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  consideration  of  the  publication 
for  comment  of  a  proposed  amendment 
to  Rule  3-07  of  Regulation  S-X  to  sub¬ 
stantially  eliminate  the  practice  of  ac¬ 
counting  for  certain  transactions  as  ad¬ 
justments  of  prior  period  earnings.  This 
item  was  discussed  previously  at  the 
open  meeting  held  by  the  Commission 
on  June  9, 1977. 

Commissioners  Loomis,  Evans  and  Pol¬ 
lack  determined  that  Commission  busi¬ 
ness  required  consideration  of  this  mat¬ 
ter  and  that  no  earlier  notice  thereof 
was  possible. 

June  13, 1977. 

[S-666-77;  Filed  6-14-77:10:18  am) 


7 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  June  14, 1977,  4  pm. 

PLACE:  Room  825,  500  North  Capitol 
Street,  Washington,  D.C. 


STATUS:  Open  meeting. 


STATUS:  Closed. 


AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 


STATUS:  Open  meeting. 
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STATUS:  Closed  meeting. 

SUBJECT  MATTER  TO  BE  CONSID¬ 
ERED:  Post-oral  argument  discussion  by 
the  Commission. 

Commissioners  Loomis,  Evans  and 
Pollack  determined  that  Commission 
business  required  consideration  of  this 
matter  and  that  no  earlier  notice  there¬ 
of  was  possible. 

June  13, 1977. 

[S-666-77  Filed  6-14-77:10:18  am] 


8 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  June  23,  1977  9:30 
a.m. 

LOCATION:  3rd  Floor  Hearing  Room, 
1111  18th  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  DISCUSSED:  9.30 
a.m.— Baby  Rattles.  The  Commission  will 
consider  whether  or  not  to  regulate  cer¬ 
tain  baby  rattles  and  under  what  regula¬ 
tory  authority.  3:00  p.m. — Management 
Budget  Review.  This  is  one  of  a  series 
of  briefings  on  the  zero-based  budget 
process  for  FY  79. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION: 

Sheldon  D.  Butts,  Assistant  Secretary, 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Suite  300,  1111 
18th  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20207, 
telephone  202-634-7700. 

[S-667-77  Filed  6-14-77:10:27  am] 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  June  24,  1977  9:30 
am. 

LOCATION:  3rd  Floor  Hearing  Room, 
1111  18th  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  DISCUSSED:  Man¬ 
agement  Budget  Review.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  will  continue  the  zero-based  budget 
review  process  for  FY  79. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION: 

Sheldon  D.  Butts,  Assistant  Secretary, 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Suite  300, 1111 
18th  St.,  N.W„  Washington,  D.C.  20207, 
telephone  202-634-7700. 

[S-668-77  Filed  6-14-77;  10:27  am] 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Federal  Power  Commission. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m„  June  21, 
1977. 

PLACE :  825  North  Capitol  Street 
STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

(Agenda). 


SUNSHINE  ACT  MEETINGS 

Not*.— Items  Hated  on  the  agenda  may  be 
deleted  without  further  nottoe. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb.  Secretary,  tele¬ 
phone  202-275-4166. 

This  is  a  list  erf  the  matters  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission.  It  does  not 
include  a  listing  of  all  papers  relevant  to 
the  items  on  the  agenda.  However,  all 
public  documents  may  be  examined  in 
the  Office  of  Public  Information,  Room 
1000. 

Power  Agenda,  7635th  Meeting — June 

21,  1977,  Regular  Meeting — Part  I 
(9:30  aji.) 

P-1.— Docket  No.  E-8264,  Maine  Pub¬ 
lic  Service  Company. 

P-2.— Docket  No.  ER77-311,  Utah 
Power  ft  Light  Company. 

P-3.— Docket  No.  ER77-388,  Lake  Su¬ 
perior  District  Power  Company. 

P-4. — Docket  No.  ER77-408,  ER77-409. 
ER76-410,  Idaho  Power  Company. 

Miscellaneous  Agenda.  7635th  Meeting 

— June  21. 1977,  Regular  Meeting — 
Part  I 

M-l.— Docket  No.  RM75-29,  fuel  ad¬ 
justment  provisions  in  FPC  rate  sched¬ 
ules. 

M-2. — Reserved. 

M-3. — Reserved. 

M-4. — Docket  No.  R-424,  accounting 
for  premium,  discount  and  expense  of  Is¬ 
sue,  gains  and  losses  on  refunding  and 
reacqulsltlon  of  long-term  debt,  and  In¬ 
terperiod  allocation  of  income  taxes. 

Gas  Agenda,  7635th  Meeting — June  21, 
1977,  Regular  Meeting — Part  I 

0-1.— Docket  No.  RP76-159,  Columbia 
Gas  Transmission  Corporation. 

0-2.— Docket  No.  RP77-6-1,  United 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  (Southland  Oil 
Company). 

G-3. — Docket  No.  RI77-3,  Panhandle 
Production  Company. 

0-4.— Docket  No.  RI77-30,  Karis  Oil 
Company,  Inc. 

0-5. — Docket  No.  CI76-806,  Pennzofl 
Offshore  Gas  Operators.  Inc. 

0-6. — Docket  No.  CI77-298,  Tenneco 
Inc.,  Amoco  Production  Company,  et  aL 

0-7. — Docket  No.  CP74-299,  Kansas - 
Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Company,  Inc. 

0-8— Docket  Nos.  CP74-138,  CP74- 
139,  Trunkline  LNG  Company.  Docket 
No.  CP7 4-140,  Trunkline  Gas  Company. 

0-9.— Docket  Nos.  CP75-17  and  CP75- 
277,  Transwestem  Pipeline  Company. 

0-10. — Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany,  Midwestern  Gas  Transmission 
Company. 

0-11. — Smyrna,  Tennessee,  Loretto, 
Tennessee. 

Power  Agenda.  7635th  Meeting — 
June  21, 1977,  Regular  Meeting — Part  n 

CP-1— Docket  No.  ER77-344,  Public 
Service  Company  of  Oklahoma. 

CP-2.— Docket  No.  ER 77-397,  Louis¬ 
ville  Gas  ft  Electric  Company. 

CP-3. — Docket  No.  ER77-214,  Ohio 
Power  Company  and  Ohio  Edison  Com¬ 
pany. 
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CP-4.— Docket  Nos.  ER76-250,  ER77- 
320,  Union  Electric  Company,  Central 
Illinois  Public  Service  Company,  Illinois 
Power  Company. 

CP-5— Docket  No.  ES77-32,  Upeer 
Peninsula  Power  Company. 

CP-6. — Docket  No.  ES77-39,  Iowa 
Power  and  Light  Company. 

CP-7.— Docket  No.  ES77-37,  North¬ 
western  Public  Service  Company. 

CP-8. — (A)  Project  No.  3270,  Pensyl- 
vania  Electric  Company.  (B>  Project  No. 
2370,  Pennsylvania  Electric  Company. 

CP-9. — Project  Nos.  2498  and  2499,  Ne- 
koosa  Paper  Inc.,  Potsdam  Paper  Corpo¬ 
ration. 

Miscellaneous  Agenda,  7635th  Meet¬ 
ing — June  21, 1977,  Regular  Meeting — 

Part  H 

CM-1. — Utah  Power  ft  Light  Company, 

CM-2. — Commission  minutes. 

Gas  Agenda,  7635th  Meeting — June  21, 
1977,  Regular  Meeting — Part  II 

CG-1— Docket  No.  RP77-64,  Valley 
Gas  Transmission.  Inc. 

CG-2. — Docket  No.  CI77-355,  Chevron 
UJ5A.  Inc. 

CO-3.— Docket  No.  CI77-240,  Victory 
Petroleum  Company. 

CO-4. — Docket  No.  CI76-195,  Mara¬ 
thon  Oil  Company. 

CG-5  — Docket  No.  CP77-327,  Natural 
Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  America,  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gulf  Transmission  Company, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  di¬ 
vision  of  Tenneco  Inc. 

CO-6.— Docket  No.  CP77-323,  South 
Texas  Natural  Gas  Gathering  Company. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[8-669-77  Filed  6-14-77:10:53  am] 


11 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Federal  Maritime  Commission. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m„  June  22, 1977. 

PLACE:  Room  12126, 1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20573. 

STATUS:  Parts  of  this  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Portions  open  to  the  public: 

1.  Report  of  Notation  Items  Disposed 
of  During  May,  1977,  pursuant  to  Com¬ 
mission  Procedures. 

2.  Report  on  times  shortened  for  sub¬ 
mitting  comments  on  section  15  agree¬ 
ments  during  the  month  of  May,  1977, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

3.  Report  on  Applications  for  Admis¬ 
sion  to  Practice  approved  during  the 
month  of  May.  1977,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

4.  Assignment  of  Informal  Dockets 
during  the  month  of  May,  1977,  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority. 

5.  Agreements  N06.  8054-14  and 

9502-9:  Modifications  of  the  South  and 
East  Africa/U.S.A.  Conference  and  the 
United  States/South  ft  East  Africa  Con¬ 
ference  Agreements  to  increase  the 
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amount  of  admission  fee-for  membership 
from  $5,000  to  $25,000. 

6.  Agreement  No.  8210-35:  Modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  Continental  North  Atlantic 
Westbound  Freight  Conference  Agree¬ 
ment;  prohibit  agents  of  member  lines 
from  giving  unauthorized  conclusions  to 
shippers. 

7.  Docket  No.  73-84 — Additional  Pro¬ 
visions  and  Reporting  Requirements  Ap¬ 
plicable  to  Self -Policing  Systems  Under 
General  Order  7 — Possible  Discontinu¬ 
ance  of  Proceeding. 

8.  9972-5 — Application  for  two-year 
extension  of  the  Mediterranean  Discus¬ 
sion  Agreement  among  carriers  in  the 
U.S ./Mediterranean  Ports  trade. 

9.  Docket  No.  74-45 — Agreement  No. 
80005-7 — Between  Members  of  the  New 


SUNSHINE  ACT  MEETINGS 

York  Terminal  Conference  NYTC)  — 
Request  for  Oral  Argument. 

10.  Docket  No.  75-45 — Madeplac  8JL 
Industria  De  Madeiras  v.  L.  Figueiredo 
Navegacao,  S  A..  A/K/A  Frota  Amazon - 
lea.  S.A. — Request  for  Oral  Argument. 

11.  Docket  No.  76-10 — Joy  Manufac¬ 
turing  Co.  v.  Lykes  Bros.  Steamship  Co., 
Inc. — Request  for  Oral  Argument. 

12.  Docket  No.  74-10— Freight  For¬ 
warders  Bids  on  Government  Shipments 
at  United  States  Ports — Possible  Viola¬ 
tions  of  the  Slipping  Act,  1916,  and 
General  Order  4 — Petition  for  Partial 
Reconsideration  of  Report  and  Order 
served  March  18, 1977. 

Portions  closed  to  the  public : 

1.  E.  L.  Mobley,  Inc. — FMC  Independ¬ 
ent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  License 


No.  1064-R — Qualification  for  Continu¬ 
ance  of  License. 

2.  Docket  No.  76-42 — Heavy  Lift  Prac¬ 
tices  and  Charges  of  Hapag-Lloyd 
Aktiengesellschaf t,  the  North  Atlantic 
Westbound  Freight  Assoc,  and  its  Mem¬ 
ber  Lines  and  Europe  Canada  Lakes  Line 
(Ernst  Russ)  in  certain  United  Kingdom 
Trades — Review  of  Initial  Decision  of 
Administrative  Law  Judge  served  May 
24,  1977. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Joseph  C.  Polking,  Acting  Secretary 

(202-523-5727) . 

[3-670-77  Filed  6-14-77;  10:68  am] 
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